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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, 1 SUPREME COURT NO 
1 
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Filing: F1 - Divorce Paid by: Terry Jensen Justin W. Julian 
Receipt number: 0323975 Dated: 10/05/2004 
Amount: $118.00 (Check) 
Plaintiff: Kraly, Stanley Robert Appearance Terry Justin W. Julian 
L. Jensen 
Complaint for Divorce Justin W. Julian 
Summons Issued Justin W. Julian 
Joint Preliminary Injunction Debra A. Heise 
"***MUST WAIT 20 DAYS FROM SERVICE***** Justin W. Julian 
Family Law Case Information Sheet Justin W. Julian 
Filing: 16A - Civil Answer Or Appear. Divorce No Justin W. Julian 
Prior Appearance Paid by: Susan M. Ahearn 
Receipt number: 0324985 Dated: 10/25/2004 
Amount: $47.00 (Check) 
Motion to Dismiss filed by defendant Justin W. Julian 
(Anotherlduplicate) Motion to Dismiss filed by Justin W. Julian 
defendant 
Clerk's letter to Susan Kraly re setting hearing for Justin W. Julian 
her Motion to Dismiss 
Notice of Substitution of Counsel (Smith replaces Justin W. Julian 
Jensen) 
Plaintiff: Kraly, Stanley Robert Appearance Erik P. Justin W. Julian 
Smith 
Plaintiffs Objection to Motion to Dismiss and Justin W. Julian 
Motion to Determine Jurisdiction 
Notice Of Hearing Justin W. Julian 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion 12/22/2004 09:30 Justin W. Julian 
AM) 
Notice of Limited Appearance (Jed Nixon for Justin W. Julian 
Susan Kraly) 
APER JACKSON Defendant: Kraly, Susan Marie Appearance Jed Justin W. Julian 
K. Nixon 
12/21/2004 AFFD JACKSON Affidavit of Susan M. Kraly Justin W. Julian 
12/22/2004 INHD JACKSON Hearing result for Motion held on 12/22/2004 Justin W. Julian 
09:30 AM: Interim Hearing Held 
CTLG JACKSON Court Log- Tape 04-1 133 Motion to Dismiss Justin W. Julian 
DENIED; Motion to Determine Jurisdiction 
GRANTED. 
12/29/2004 NOTC JACKSON Plaintiffs Notice of Intent to Take Default Justin W. Julian 
1/4/2005 JACKSON Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Justin W Julian 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Jed Nixon Receipt number: 0328213 Dated: 
01/04/2005 Amount: $4.00 (Cash) 
Date: 2/4/2008 First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
~ i m (  8:37 AM ROA Report 
Page 2 of 9 Case: CV-2004-0001789 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Stanley Robert Kraly vs. Susan Marie Ahearn 
Stanley Robert Kraly vs. Susan Marie Ahearn 

































Objection to Proposed Order Regarding Justin W. Julian 
Jurisdiction 
Order Regarding Jurisdiction Justin W. Julian 
Affidavit of Non-Military Service and Competency Justin W. Julian 
Motion for Entry of Default and Judgment Justin W. Julian 
Affidavit of Non-Military Service and Competency Justin W. Julian 
Order of Default and Default Judgment Justin W. Julian 
Default Divorce Justin W. Julian 
Clerk's Entry of Default Justin W. Julian 
Final Judgement, Order Or Decree Entered - Justin W. Julian 
Decree of Divorce 3 pgs 
STATUS CHANGED: Closed Justin W. Julian 
Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Justin W. Julian 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Nixon Law Office Receipt number: 0329534 
Dated: 01/31/2005 Amount: $9.00 (Check) 
Miscellaneous Payment: Tapelcopy Time Fee Justin W. Julian 
Paid by: Nixon Law Office Receipt number: 
0329534 Dated: 01/31/2005 Amount: $5.00 
(Check) 
Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: Justin W. Julian 
Nixon Law Office Receipt number: 0329534 
Dated: 01/31/2005 Amount: $1.25 (Check) 
Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax Justin W. Julian 
Paid by: Nixon Law Office Receipt number: 
0329534 Dated: 01/31/2005 Amount: $.08 
(Check) 
Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Justin W. Julian 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Crary, Buchanan Receipt number: 0329614 
Dated: 02/01/2005 Amount: $2.00 (Check) 
Miscellaneous Payment: For Certifying The Same Justin W. Julian 
Additional Fee For Certificate And Seal Paid by: 
Crary, Buchanan Receipt number: 0329614 
Dated: 02/01/2005 Amount: $1 .OO (Check) 
Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Justin W. Julian 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Crary, Buchanan Receipt number: 0330343 
Dated: 02/14/2005 Amount: $5.00 (Check) 
Miscellaneous Payment: For Certifying The Same Justin W. Julian 
Additional Fee For Certificate And Seal Paid by: 
Crary, Buchanan Receipt number: 0330343 
Dated: 02/14/2005. Amount: $1.00 (Check) 
STATUS CHANGED: reopened Justin W. Julian 
Notice of Limited Appearance by Nixon for Susan Justin W. Julian 
Kraly 
Date: 2/4/2008 First Judicial District Court - Bonner County User: BRACKETT 
Tim( p:37 AM ROA Report 
Page 3 of 9 Case: CV-2004-0001789 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Stanley Robert Kraly vs. Susan Marie Ahearn 
Stanley Robert Kraly vs. Susan Marie Ahearn 






































Motion to Vacate Default and for Clarification of Justin W. Julian 
Jurisdiction 
Affidavit of Susan M. Kraly Justin W. Julian 
Notice Of Hearing Justin W. Julian 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion 03/02/2005 02:OO Justin W. Julian 
PM) Defs Motn to Vacate Default and For 
Clarification of Jurisdiction 
Amended Notice Of Hearing Justin W. Julian 
Continued (Motion 03/11/2005 02:OO PM) Defs Justin W. Julian 
Motn to Vacate Default and For Clarification of 
Jurisdiction 
Hearing result for Motion held on 0311 1/2005 Justin W. Julian 
02:OO PM: Interim Hearing Held Defs Motn to 
Vacate Default and For Clarification of 
Jurisdiction 
Court Log- Tape 05-260 Nixon to do order Justin W. Julian 
Order Vacating Default and for Clarification of Justin W. Julian 
Jurisdiction 2 pgs 
Amended Complaint Filed Justin W. Julian 
Motion for Order Authorizing Out of State Justin W. Julian 
Personal Service 
Affidavit of Attorney in Support of Motion for Out Justin W. Julian 
of State Service 
Another Summons Issued Justin W. Julian 
Order Authorizing Service by Personal Service Justin W. Julian 
Transcript Estimate request from Jed Nixon - Justin W. Julian 
$42.00 - Sent to - PO Box 1560 CDA, ID 
83816-1 560 
Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Justin W. Julian 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
W. W. Nixon Receipt number: 0333749 Dated: 
04/14/2005 Amount: $2.00 (Check) 
Miscellaneous Payment: For Certifying The Same Justin W. Julian 
Additional Fee For Certificate And Seal Paid by: 
W. W. Nixon Receipt number: 0333749 Dated: 
04/14/2005 Amount: $1.00 (Check) 
Miscellaneous Payment: Tapelcopy Time Fee Justin W. Julian 
Paid by: W.W. Nixon Receipt number: 0333764 
Dated: 4/14/2005 Amount: $5.00 (Check) 
Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: Justin W. Julian 
W.W. Nixon Receipt number: 0333764 Dated: 
4/14/2005 Amount: $1.25 (Check) 
Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax Justin W. Julian 
Paid by: W.W. Nixon Receipt number: 0333764 
Dated: 4/14/2005 Amount: $.08 (Check) 
Bond Posted for Transcript (Receipt 334017 Justin W. Julian 
Dated 4/20/2005 for 42.00) 
- . x -  
Date: 2/4/2008 First Judicial District Court - Bonner County User: BRACKETT 
Tim( D:37 AM ROA Report 
Page 4 of 9 Case: CV-2004-0001789 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
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Stanley Robert Kraly vs. Susan Marie Ahearn 
Date Code User Judge 
4/20/2005 BNDV NIKOLAUS Bond Converted (Transaction number 302158 Justin W. Julian 
dated 4/20/2005 amount 42.00) 













































Notice Of Hearing 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Dismiss 
06/01/2005 09:OO AM) 
Miscellaneous Payment: Tapelcopy Time Fee 
Paid by: Stan Kraly Receipt number: 0334601 
Dated: 05/03/2005 Amount: $5.00 (Cash) 
Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by 
Stan Kraly Receipt number: 0334601 Dated: 
05/03/2005 Amount: $1.25 (Cash) 
Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax 
Paid by: Stan Kraly Receipt number: 0334601 
Dated: 05/03/2005 Amount: $.08 (Cash) 
Notice of Transcript Lodged 
Amended Notice Of Hearing 
Hearing result for Motion to Dismiss held on 
06/01/2005 09:OO AM: Hearing Vacated 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Dismiss 
06/24/2005 10:OO AM) 
Court Log- #05-591 
Hearing result for Motion to Dismiss held on 
06/01/2005 09:OO AM: Hearing Vacated 
Affidavit of Service - Susan Kraly served 5-1 1 
Amended Affidavit of Service - Served Mike Ekin 
for Susan Kraly 
Affidavit of Frank Lodico 
Plaintiffs Notice of Intent to Take Default 
Notice Of Hearing 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion 06/24/2005 10:OO 
AM) Motion for Enlargement of Time 
Objection to Motion to Dismiss, Motion for 
Enlargement of Time for Service and Motion for 
Telephonic Appearance by Erik Smith 
Stipulation for Telephonic Appearance 
Order Allowing 2 Witnesses to appear 
telephonically 
Order Allowing 4 Witnesses to appear 
telephonically 
Hearing result for Motion to Dismiss held on 
06/24/2005 10:OO AM: Motion Denied 4 
witnesses may testify by phone 
Court Log- Tape 05-657 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
: Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Juiian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Juiian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Date 2/4/2008 First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
Tim( p 37AM ROA Report 
Page 5 of 9 Case CV-2004-0001789 Current Judge Idaho Supreme Court 
Stanley Robert Kraly vs Susan Marie Ahearn 
User: BRACKETT 
Stanley Robert Kraiy vs. Susan Marie Ahearn 
Date Code User Judge 
6/24/2005 INHD JACKSON Hearing result for Motion held on 06/24/2005 Justin W. Juiian 
10:OO AM: Interim Hearing Held Motion for 






























Court Log- Tape 05-657 Justin W. Julian 
Order Denying Motion to Dismiss Justin W. Julian 
Answer filed by Nixon for Susan Kraly Justin W. Julian 
Misceilaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Justin W. Julian 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Jed Nixon Receipt number: 0338282 Dated: 
07/06/2005 Amount: $2.00 (Cash) 
Motion for Judgment on the Pleadings Re: Justin W. Julian 
Divorce On Grounds of lrreconcilabie Differences 
Notice Of Hearing Justin W. Julian 
Hearing Scheduied (Motion 08/12/2005 09:30 Justin W. Julian 
AM) Motion for Judgment on the Pleadings 
Order Clarifying Jurisdiction 3 pgs Justin W. Julian 
Notice of Service of Plaintiffs First Set of Justin W. Julian 
lnterrogatories and requests for Production 
Notice of Service of Plaintiffs First Set of Justin W. Julian 
lnterrogatories and Requests for Production 
Objection to Motion for Judgment on the Justin W. Julian 
Pleadings RE: Divorce on Grounds of lrrec. Differ. 
Court Log- 8/12 Motion for JDMT on Pleadings Justin W. Julian 
Tape 05-8501851, language change to Decree to 
be entered 
Partial Decree of Divorce (2 pgs) Justin W. Julian 
Civil Disposition entered for: Kraly, Susan Marie, Justin W. Julian 
Defendant; Kraiy, Stanley Robert, Plaintiff. 
order date: 8/17/2005 
Hearing result for Motion held on 08/12/2005 Justin W. Juiian 
09:30 AM: Hearing Held Motion for Judgment 
on the Pleadings 
STAT TAYLOR STATUS CHANGED: closed 
SHOULD NOT HAVE BEEN CLOSED 
Justin W. Julian 
9/6/2005 MlSC TAYLOR Plaintiffs Request for Trial Setting Justin W. Juitan 
STAT TAYLOR STATUS CHANGED reopened Justin W. Julian 
9/21/2005 HRSC PEINE Hearing Scheduled (Court Trial 12/22/2005 Justin W Julian 
09'30 AM) 
HRSC PElNE Hearing Scheduled (Civil Pretrial Conference Justin W. Julian 
11/25/2005 09:OO AM) 
PElNE Notice Of Hearing Justin W Julian 
11/3/2005 NOTC HENDRICKSO Notice of Intent to Take Deposition Justin W Julian 
11/4/2005 MOTN HENDRICKSO Plaintiffs Motion to Compel Responses to Justin W Julian 
Discovery and Attorney's Fees / Sanctions 
Date. 2/4/2008 First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
Ttmc B.37 AM ROA Report 
Page 6 of 9 Case: CV-2004-0001789 Current Judge Idaho Supreme Court 
Stanley Robert Kraly vs. Susan Marie Ahearn 
Stanley Robert Kraly vs. Susan Marie Ahearn 





















Hearing Scheduled (Motion 11/25/2005 09:OO 
AM) Motion to Compel 
Court Log- Pretrial Conference & Motion to 
Compel - Tape 05-1228 
Hearing result for Motion held on 11/25/2005 
09:OO AM: Hearing Held Motion to Compel 
Hearing result for Civil Pretrial Conference held 
on 11/25/2005 09:OO AM: Hearing Held 
Notice of Service of Plaintiff's Supplemental 
Request for Production 
Notice of Service of Ansers to lnterroatories and 
Requests for Production 
Motion For Continuance 
Judge's response: To be determined upon 
receipt of counsels' unavailable dates 
Plaintiffs Notice of Unavailable Dates for Trial 
Setting 
Hearing result for Court Trial held on 12/22/2005 
09:30 AM: Hearing Vacated 
12/23/2005 MlSC HENDRICKSO Letter From M&M Court Reporting Service, INC 
RE: Stanley R. Kraly 
MlSC HENDRICKSO Letter from M&M Court Reporting Services, INC 
RE: Susan Ahearn Kraly 
111 712006 HRSC HOLT Hearing Scheduled (Court Trial 03/01/2006 
09:30 AM) One Day Trial 
Priority Setting 
HOLT Notice Of Hearing 
MlSC HOLT Req for Trial Setting 
NOTC HENDRICKSO Defendant's Notice of Unavailable dates for Trial 
Setting 
2/22/2006 NOSV MORELAND Notice Of Service of Supplemental Answers to 
Interrogatories & Requests for Production 
3/1/2006 EXHB HOLT Exhibit List 
CTLG HENDRICKSO Court Log- Court Trial - 
Tape#06-I 61 106-1 62/06/204 
HRHD HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Court Trial held on 03/01/2006 
09:30 AM: Hearing Held One Day Triai 
Priority Setting 
CTST HENDRICKSO Court Trial Started 
411 312006 MlSC HENDRICKSO Letter from Atty Smith to Judge Julian 
4/14/2006 DECR HENDRICKSO Finial Decree of Divorce (5 pgs including 
attachments) 
STAT HENDRICKSO STATUS CHANGED: Closed 
User: BRACKETT 
Judge 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Juiian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Julian 
Justin W. Juiian 
Date: 2/4/2008 First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
Timt 9.37 AM ROA Report 
Page 7 of 9 Case. CV-2004-0001789 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Stanley Robert Kraly vs. Susan Marie Ahearn 
User: BRACKETT 
Stanley Robert Kraly vs. Susan Marie Ahearn 
Date Code User Judge 
BRACKETT Filing: RIA -Appeals And Transfers Magistrate Justin W. Julian 
To District Small Claims. Sc To M Paid bv: Erick 
P Smith, Atty Receipt number: 0353697 ~ a t e d :  
5/12/2006 Amount: $47.00 (Check) 
CHJG BRACKETT Change Assigned Judge Steve Verby 
NTOA BRACKETT Notice Of Appeal Steve Verby 
APDC BRACKETT Appeal Filed In District Court Steve Verby 
STAT BRACKETT STATUS CHANGED: reopened Steve Verby 
5/24/2006 HENDRICKSO Filing: R2 -Appeals And Transfers For Judicial Steve Verby 
Review To The District Court Paid by: Nixon 
Law Office Receipt number: 0354159 Dated: 
5/24/2006 Amount: $72.00 (Check) 
5/25/2006 ESTM BRACKETT Estimate Of Transcript Cost $774.00 sent to Erik Steve Verby 
Smith 
NTOA BRACKETT Notice Of Cross-Appeal Steve Verby 
611 2/2006 BONT BRACKETT Bond Posted for Transcript (Receipt 355231 Steve Verby 
Dated 6/12/2006 for 774.00) 



















Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Susan M Ahearn Receipt number: 0358904 
Dated: 8/17/2006 Amount: $5.00 (Check) 
Miscellaneous Payment: For Certifying The Same Steve Verby 
Additional Fee For Certificate And Seal Paid by: 
Susan M Ahearn Receipt number: 0358904 
Dated: 8/17/2006 Amount: $1.00 (Check) 
Letter recv'd from Erik Smith re status of Steve Verby 
transcript on appeal, which I forwarded to Val 
Larson 
Letter to Marie Scott re. transcript Steve Verby 
Letter sent to Erik Smith re transcript Steve Verby 
Minute Entry Steve Verby 
Bond Converted (Transaction number 304851 Steve Verby 
dated 2/2/2007 amount 774.00) 
Transcript Filed by Val Larson of March 1, 2006 Steve Verby 
hearing 
Statement from Val Larson for transcript of March Steve Verby 
1,2007 $624.00 
Bond Converted (Transaction number 304852 Steve Verby 
dated 2/5/2007 amount 624.00) 
BNDV BRACKETT Bond Converted (Transaction number 304853 Steve Verby 
dated 2/5/2007 amount 150.00) 
2/7/2007 N LT BRACKETT Notice Of Lodging Transcript On Appeal Steve Verby 
3/2/2007 NST BRACKETT Notice Of Settling Transcript On Appeal Steve Verby 
Date: 2/4/2008 First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
Timt 937AM ROA Report 
Page 8 of 9 Case: CV-2004-0001789 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Stanley Robert Kraly vs. Susan Marie Ahearn 
User: BRACKETT 
Stanley Robert Kraly vs. Susan Marie Ahearn 














Amended Notice of Settling Transcript on Appeal Steve Verby 
Brief of Appellant Steve Verby 
Brief of Respondent/Cross-Appellant Steve Verby 
Reply Brief of Appellant Steve Verby 
Hearing Scheduled (Oral Argument on Appeal Steve Verby 
0711 812007 1 1:00 AM) 
Notice Of Hearing Steve Verby CMOORE 
CMOORE CONT Continued (Oral Argument on Appeal 
08/08/2007 11:OO AM) 
Steve Verby 
Amended Notice Of Hearing Steve Verby 
Continued per Chris at Erik Smith's office - Mr. Steve Verby 
Smith unavailable (Oral Argument on Appeal 





Amended Notice of Hearing Steve Verby 
Hearing result for Oral Argument on Appeal held Steve Verby 
on 08/22/2007 03:30 PM: Hearing Held 
HRHD 
CTLG MORELAND Hearing result for Oral Argument on Appeal held Steve Verby 
on 08/22/2007 03:30 PM. Court Log- #07-015 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Stanley Kraly Receipt number: 0384306 Dated: 
11/21/2007 Amount: $5.00 (Cash) 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: For Certifying The Same Steve Verby 
Additional Fee For Certificate And Seal Paid by: 
Stanley Kraly Receipt number: 0384306 Dated: 









Decision on Appeal 
STATUS CHANGED: closed 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Memorandum of Costs Steve Verby 
Letter to Judy at Jed Nixon's office re. est of Steve Verby 
transcript for Aug 22, 2007 hearing 
Filing: T - Civil Appeals To The Supreme Court Steve Verby 
($86.00 Directly to Supreme Court Plus this 
amount to the District Court) Paid by: Nixon Law 
Office Receipt number: 0387047 Dated: 
1/16/2008 Amount: $15.00 (Check) For: [NONE] 
HENDRICKSO 
BNDC HENDRICKSO Bond Posted - Cash (Receipt 387048 Dated Steve Verby 
1/16/2008 for 86.00) 
Bond Posted for Transcript (Receipt 387049 Steve Verby 
Dated 1/16/2008 for 140.00) 
Bond Posted - Cash (Receipt 387051 Dated Steve Verby 
1/16/2008 for 100.00) 






BRACKETT NOTICE OF APPEAL 
-.Q -. 
Steve Verby 
Date: 2/4/2008 First Judicial District Court - Bonner County User: BRACKETT 
Timt 3:37 AM ROA Report 
Page 9 of 9 Case: CV-2004-0001789 Current Judge: ldaho Supreme Court 
Stanley Robert Kraly vs. Susan Marie Ahearn 
Stanley Robert Kraiy vs. Susan Marie Ahearn 
Date Code User Judge 
1/16/2008 CHJG BRACKETT Change Assigned Judge Idaho Supreme Court 
111 812008 BNDV BRACKETT Bond Converted (Transaction number 306562 Idaho Supreme Court 
dated 1/18/2008 amount 86.00) 
CCOA BRACKETT Clerk's Certificate Of Appeal Idaho Supreme Court 
1/25/2008 MlSC BRACKETT Clerk's Certificate filed Idaho Supreme Court 
ORDR BRACKETT Order-Appellant to file an Amended Notice of Idaho Supreme Court 
Appeal.Appellant to serve the court reporter(@ 
and shall indicate in the Amended NTOA which 
ct. reporter was Served. 
ORDR BRACKETT Order-It is further ordered the Amended NTOA Idaho Supreme Court 
shall be filed w/i 14 days from the date of this 
order-In the event an  mended NTOA is not filed, 
this appeal may proceed on the CLERK'S 
RECORD ONLY 
MlSC BRACKETT Clerk's Recordlreporter's transcript SUSPENDED Idaho Supreme Court 
until further notification from this office: 
Suspended to 2-2-08 re: Amended NTOA 
211 12008 NTOA BRACKETT Amended Notice Of Appeal Idaho Supreme Court 
CCOA BRACKETT AMENDED Clerk's Certificate Of Appeal Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Jensen--1SB # 1939 
Attorney at Law 
218 Cedar St., Ste. 203 
Sandpoint, 1D 83864 
(208) 265-9564 
(208) 263-8425 (FAX) 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT FOR 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
MAGISTRATE DIVISION 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, 1 Case No. CV-04- 0 1 7 8 q 
1 
Plaintiff, 1 
COMPLAINT FOR DIVORCE 
VS. ) 
SUSAN MARIE KRALY, 1 Fee Category: F. 1. 
Fee: $118.00 
D e f d n t .  1 
COMES NOW, the Plaintiff, STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, by and through her attorney, 
Terry Jensen, and for cause of action against the Defendant, SUSAN MARE KRALY, alleges 
and says as follows: 
1. Plaintiff is now and has been for more than six (6) weeks prior to the filling of this 
action a bona fide resident of the state of ldaho. 
2. Plaintiff and Defendant were married April 12,2003, in Stuart, Florida. 
3. Plaintiff and Defendant have been separated since September 22,2003. 
4. There have been no children born to this marriage. 
5. All community real and personal property has been divided. Each party is in 
possession of his or her clothing, jewelry and personal effects and should be awarded such as his 
or her separate property. 
6. Each party shall be awarded any retirement, savings, checking, investments, accounts 
or other property presently in her or his separate name. 
8. Each party shall be separately responsible for any indebtedness on the property taken 
by him or her, and shall hold the other party harmless from such indebtedness. 
9. There are no joint debts. Each party should be responsible for any debt contracted by 
him or her after their separation on September 22, 2003. 
COMPLAINT FOR DIVORCE Page - 1 
MSkly corn ASSIGNED TO JUDGE JULIAN 
10. Irreconcilable differences have arisen between the parties. Said differences make the 
continuation of the marriage an impossibility. 
WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff requests the following relief: 
1. That an absolute decree of divorce be entered on the grounds of irreconcilable 
differences; 
2. For property and debts to be allocated as set forth in the Complaint; 
3. For such other and fbrther relief as the Court deems just and equitable under the 
circumstances, including but not limited to, the right to amend this complaint upon further 
discovery. 
DATED this s%y - ,2004. 
~ t t o r n e ~  for Plaintiff 
21 8 Cedar, Ste. 203 
Sandpoint, Idaho 83864 
(208) 265-9564 
STATE OF @&hJ@ 1 
VERIFICATION 
County of $&~de. 1"
I, Stanley Robert Kraly, being first duly sworn, depose on my oath and say: 
That I am the Plaintiff named in the above and,foregoing Complaint for Divorce; that I 
have read said Complaint for Divorce, know the contents thereof, and that the facts therein stated 
are true, to the bestbf my knowledge, information and bet. 
Stanley Robert ~ra l&/  
WORN to before me this 
Page - 2 
Susan Marie Kraly 
Pro Se 
4300 SE Bay Shore Terrace Zil.ib 3CT 25 A 11:  23 
Stuart, Florida 34997 
(772) 288-3426 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
MAGISTRATES DIVISION 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY 1 
1 Case No CV-04-01789 
Plaintic 1 
1 
Vs. 1 MOTION TO DISMISS 
) 
SUSAN MARIE KRALY 1 
1 
Defendant. ) 
COMES NOW the Wife, Susan Marie Kraly, and makes this limited appearance: 
(1) Stanley Robert Kraly, Husband, moved to Idaho on October 5,2004. 
(2) Stanley Robert Kraly filed this case on October 5,2004. 
(3) Idaho law provides under Title 32 - Chapter 7 (32-701) Idaho Statues. 
RESIDENCE REQUIRED BY PLAIhTIFF. A divorce must not be granted 
unless the Plaintiff has been a resident of the state for six (6) full weeks next 
preceding the commencement of the action. 
(4) Stanley Robert Kraly and Susan Marie Kraly have been a resident of the state 
of Florida since beginning of the marriage until he went to Idaho. 
Appearing only to contest jurisdiction of the Court and not making a general 
appearance. 
MOTION TO DISMISS 1 
WHEREFORE, I ask the Court to dismiss for lack ofjurisdiction. 
zs' 
DATJZD this&day of 0&&2004. 
Susan Marie Kraly / h $9 - 7@= 
Pro-Se 
4300 SE Bay Shore Terrace 
Stuart, Florida 34997 
772 288-3426 
On thi~u_"",y of Oof 2004, before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in 
and for said State, personally appeared Susan Marie Kraly, known to me to be the person 
whose name is subscribed to the within instmment and acknowledged to me that she 
executed the same. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 
seal the day and year in this - certificate first above written. A 
? 
NO* Public-State of Florida 
Residing at 36 
My Commission Expires h 
MOTION TO DISMISS 
ERlK P. SMITH, Attorney at Law 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d' Alene, Idaho 83814 
Tel (208) 665-0849 
Fax (208) 765-91 10 
1.SB.N. 5008 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT FOR THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, ) Case No. CV-04-01789 
Plaintiff, ) 
1 
) PLAINTIFF'S OBJECTION 
VS. ) TO MOTION TO DISMISS AND MOTION 
) TO DETERMINE JURISDICTION 
SUSAN MARIE KRALY, 1 
Defendant. 1 
COMES NOW, the above-named Plaintiff, STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, 
by and through his attorney of record, ERlK P. SMITH, and hereby moves the 
Court for an order determining jurisdiction and submits this objection to 
Defendant's Motion to Dismiss. 
Counsel intends to present oral argument, Plaintiffs testimony, and 
evidence at the time of hearing and to cross-examine the Defendant and any and 
all of her affiants thereat should this Court desire testimony. 
DATED this / ? day of November, 2004. 
I I 
ERlK P. ~ M I T H  
Attorney for Plain 
OBJECTION TO MOTION - Page 1 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the &day of November, 2004, a true copy of the 
foregoing was: 
[ I  hand delivered to: 
Q mailed postage prepaid to: 
[ ] faxed to: 
Susan Marie Kraly, Pro Se 
4300 SE Bay Shore Terrace 
Stuart, FL 34997 
& =  & 
Chris Allen 
I OBJECTION TO MOTION - Page 2 
- I <  
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
COURT MINUTES 
JUDGE: JUSTIN JULIAN 
REPORTER: 
CLERK: HOLT 
CASE NO. CV-2004-1789 
DATE: 12-22-04 TIME: 9:30 AM 
TAPE: 04-1133 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY Vs SUSAN MARIE KRALY 
Plaintiff I Petitioner Defendant / Respondent 
Atty: ERIK SMITH Atty: JED NiXON 
SUBJECT OF PROCEEDINGS MOTION TO DISMISS 
CHARGE 
INDEX SPEAKER PHASE OF CASE 
326 I J I Calls Case 
I I Present: I Plf w/Erik Smith, Jed Nixon 
I 
I I 
I J 1 Do you contest Motn to dismiss? 
I 1 FS I VPC 1 . 
Refer court to affidavit. Offer as evidence copies of FL case. Filed affidavit 
yesterday. 
Clearly hearsay. Received Aff yesterday afternoon ... Object to affidavit. 
Agree that some facts would be here say but some facts can be proved. 
See what def testifies to 
Pif sworn 
Treat as hostile witness 
Presume he is 
Q's 
Moved to ID 2/04. Filed in Oct 04. 
























9/27/04 1 was enroute back home to ID. Had gone back to FL to help Susan sell her 
place so she could move here. Also because of hurricanes. Ment to come back but 
waited until hurricanes came through. Were here & bought 60 acres on Rapid 
Lightning. 
(re: Warranty Deed) Has her address - both names are on Warranty Deed. She 
CASE NO. DATE: Page 1 of 2 







She came out to buy the property. My some and I have a Co -Creole Chief. 
Industrial property for the tug boat. Sold when moved here. Creole Chief is LLC & I 
am only person on paper. Formed during marr. Sewed with divorce papers from FL. 
Not aware (if sewed indiv & as stockholder). 
(re: summons) 
No obj 
Admit Exh B & C 
Stip there is a pending divorce action in FL 
I FL. 
I J 1 Will not consider Default except to show there are pending divorce proceedings in 
JN Offer Default from state of FL. Judge Roby stepped down. Don't know if Default is a 
final order but that is where it stands in FL. Understand Plf has retained counsel in 
separaie home prior to marriage. Took proceeds from that & bought the CC property. 
I have lived in the home in ID since the fall of '03. Moved belongings out here in fall 















Contest her interest in Creole Chief property. Has to be delt with but I am a resident 



















- \-I -. 
me. 
No obj 
Consider myself an ID resident when filed div. 
(re: exh 1) 
No obj 
Exh 1 admitted 






Page 2 of 2 
License - purchased in 
Purchased in '03? 
Yes. Did not moved any of my things back to FL. 
Q's 
Filed taxes in FL - my accountant was there. Listed my addr (in FL). Def came here 











I registered to vote here after election. Did not vote anywhere this year. 
Argument 
Argument 
Overwhelming evidence that Plf is a resident of ID (explains). Q is &hat to d with 
conflicting Jdmts. The court here could deal with divorce - determining ownership of 
prop in another state. FL can determine assets in that state. Issue for another day. 
If default Jdmt in effect will 
Motn to dismiss denied - Smith to prepare order - Nixon must appear for any outher 
matters. 
Q 
Not prepared to address until know outcome of Default Jdmt. 
Is a motn to set aside. Grant jurisdiction? 
Find have jurisdiction - Div :& assets located in this State. 
END 
ERIK P. SMITH, Attorney at Law 
Andrews & Smith, PLLC 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d' Alene, Idaho 83814 
Tel (208) 667-2000 
Fax (208) 765-91 10 
I.S.B.N. 5008 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
. ubr 
I@P DEC 24 p 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT FOR THE STATE OF 
IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, ) Case No. CV04-01789 
Plaintiff, 1 
1 
j PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF 
) INTENT TO TAKE DEFAULT 
1 
1 





NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN, that pursuant to I.R.C.P. 55(b)(2), the Plaintiff will 
seek entry of default and the entry of a default judgement against the Defendant, 
SUSAN MARIE KRALY, for the relief sought in Plaintiffs Complaint, on January 5, 
2005. 
DATED this %of - December. 2004. 
I/ 
Erik P. ~ m i f h ,  Plaintiffs Attorney 
NOTICE OF INTENT TO TAKE DEFAULT - 1 
CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I hereby certify that on the =%ay of December, 2004, a true copy of the 
foregoing was: 
[ ] hand delivered to: 
[XI mailed postage prepaid to: 
[ ] inter-office: 
[ ] by fax to: . 
SUSAN MARIE KRALY, Pro Se 
4300 se Bay Shore Terrace 
Stuart. FL 34997 
O W  
Chris Allen 
NOTICE OF INTENT TO TAKE DEFAULT - 2 
- lor ,  
,01r45/2005 11 :20  FAX 2087855702 
W.W. NlXON 
JED K. MXON 
NIXON LAW OFFICE 
409 Coeur d'Alene Avenue 
P.O. Box 1560 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 838 16-1 560 
Telephone: (208) 667-4655 
Facsimile: (208) 765-4702 
ISBN: 825 
ISBN: 6598 
,: ;,!JE OF IDAHO 
f .':I.JH~ Y OF BOHNER 
;I .iUDICIAL OIST. , . 
. 2005 JAN -5 A 11: 07 
Attorney for Defendant! 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THJ3 FIRST JUDICIAL DISTIRICT OF TEE 
S T A m  OF IDAHO, XN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
STANLEY ROBERT W Y ,  1 
) CASE NO.: CV-04-01789 
Plaintiff, 
1 OJ3JECTION TO PROPOSED ORDER 
VS. REGARDING JURISDICTION 
SUSAN MARE KRALY, 
I 
1 1 
COMES NOW, Defendant, SUSAN MARE KRAtY, making a limited appearance, 
through herattorne).ED K. NEON, ofthe MXON LAW OFFICE, objects to Plaintiff's Proposed 
Order Regarding Jurisdiction based on the grounds the proposed order does not accurately reflect the 
I Cout's Order resulting from the hearing on December 22,2004. Attached hereto as Exhibit "A" is 
Defendant's Proposed Order Regarding Jurisdiction. 
DATED this p&iy of January, 2005. 
Attorney for Defendant 
ODJECTION TO PROPOSED ORDER 
REGARDING JURISDICTION-I 
ERlK P. SMITH, Attorney at Law 
Andrews & Smith, PLLC 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d' Alene, ldaho 83814 
Tel (208) 667-2000 
Fax (208) 765-91 10 
I.S.B.N. 5008 
2005 JAN -5 P 2: 43 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT FOR THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY. ) Case No. CV04-01789 
Plaintiff, 1 
) 
) ORDER REGARDING JURISDICTION 
i 
SUSAN MARIE KRALY, ) 1 
Defendant. ) 
1 
The Defendant's Motion to Dismiss and the Plaintiffs Objection to Motion 
to Dismiss and Motion to Determine Jurisdiction having come regularly before the 
Court on December 22, 2004; STANLEY KRALY being personally present and 
represented by his attorney, ERlK P. SMITH, and the Defendant, SUSAN 
KRALY, appearing by her attorney, JED NIXON; the Court hearing evidence, 
testimony and arguments of counsel and the parties; and, and after reviewing the 
records and files herein, NOW THEREFORE: 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED, that: 
1. The Defendant's Motion to Dismiss shall be denied. 
2. The Plaintiff's Motion to Determine Jurisdiction shall be granted and 
this Court shall assume jurisdiction of the parties' divorce action in Bonner 
County, ldaho. 
ORDER REGARDING JURISDICTION - 1 
DATED this - 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the L day of 2 0 4 a  true copy 
of the foregoing ORDER was forwarded by: 
Erik P. Smith, Attorney at Law 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d' Alene, Id 83814 
FAX: 765-91 10 
Jed Nixon, Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 1560 
Coeur d1Alene, ID 83816 
FAX: 7654702 
ORDER REGARDING JURISDICTION - 2 
.- - 
ERlK P. SMITH, Attorney at Law 
ANDREWS & SMITH, PLLC 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d' Alene, Idaho 83814 
Tel. (208) 667-2000 
Fax (208) 7656-91 10 
I.S.B.N. 5008 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT FOR THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, ) Case No. CV04-01789 
Plaintiff, 1 
SUSAN MARIE KRALY, 
Defendant. 
) 
) MOTION FOR ENTRY OF 
) DEFAULT AND JUDGMENT 
1 
COMES NOW, the above-named Plaintiff, STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, 
by and through his attorney of record, ERlK P. SMITH, and hereby moves this 
Court for its Order authorizing the entry of default in this action and states as 
follows: 
1. That the verified Complaint for Divorce in this action was filed on the 5'h 
day of October, 2004; 
2. Service and receipt of the Summons and Complaint having been sewed 
on the Defendant on the 9th day of October, 2004, as exemplified by the 
Defendant's Affidavit dated December 21, 2004 recorded and filed herein. 
3. The Defendant filed a Motion to Dismiss on or around October 27, 2004. 
MOTION FOR ENTRY OF DEFAULT AND JUDGMENT - 1 
4. The Plaintiff filed an Objection to the Motion to Dismiss and the jurisdiction 
issue was heard by the Court on December 22,2004. 
5. The Court entered its Order Regarding Jurisdiction from the bench on 
December 22, 2004, and it was memorialized by document on January 5, 
2005. 
6. The Plaintiff filed and sewed Defendant a Notice of Intent to Take Default 
on December 27,2005. 
7. No answer or any other Defense has been filed by the Defendant and 
none has been served upon Plaintiff or his attorney of record. 
8. No proceedings have been taken by the Defendant and the Defendant is 
not now in the military sewice, nor an infant, nor an incompetent person 
as appears in the AFFIDAVIT OF NON-MILITARY/COMPETENCY on file 
herein. 
The Defendant's name is SUSAN MARIE KRALY, and the address most 
likely to give such Defendant notice of default is: 4300 SE Bay Shore Terrace, 
Stuart, Florida 34997. 
WHEREFORE Plaintiff moves this Court for its Order Authorizing the entry 
of default herein and further, requests that the Court enter a default judgment 
herein. 
DATED this & day of 
MOTION FOR ENTRY OF DEFAULT AND JUDGMENT - 2 
" 24- 
F t q :  i FRX NO. :2557069 JSY 2@ 2~05 01 :" PI 
. . I :42/19/2Bffi 23: 48 2037b..*$.10 QfWtmITH FJW 2 ; .  
ERlK P. SMITH, Attorney at Lew 
WDREWS &SMITH, PLU: 
6D7 kkwide Avenue 
Coeur d'hb, MahO 83814 
Tel, (208) 667-2000 
Fax (20@ 785-91 10 
I.S.B.N. $008 
2005 JAN 20 P 2: 28 
Rftomey for Plaintiff 
JN THE DIYTRTCT COURT OF THE FIRS? JUDICIAL DISTRICT FOR THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE mum OF RCJNNER 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, ) Case No. M d Q f T 8 Q  
PlsinWf. 1 1 
) AFFIDAVIT OF NON-FdlLKARY 
w. 
) SERVICE AND COIAPEENCY 
1 
SUSAN MARIE KIPALY, 1 
Defendant I 
STATE Of I W O  ) 
ss. 
County of Kmlensl 1 
1. STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, bohg first duly swam upon 06th. U e g w  
and W e  thpt 
I .  I em the PhhW in the above-entltl6d sd. 
2. I know and state that the above-named Defendant a! no time d u r n  
the pendency of this action haa been or mw is, k, the military 
fimvica of the United Gteteh: nor in fie rnllltaary service of the altiea 
of fhe Unlred SWeii. 
3. 1 know and state that the isbows-~smd DePendam wss et the 
commenujment of this aotlon wer 18 yeanr d age. 
AFFIDAVIT OF NDNMILITARY GERVICE AND COMPETEMCY - 1 
m: 
1 
FRX NO. : 2S57669 Jan. 20 X B 5  01:39PP1 PZ 
-,.% @1/19/298? - X ~ : S S  2887.,,3L0 ANWW%ITH I 1 PAGE 6: 
4. To the best of, my k n W g a ,  the ~bwe-named Defendad itJ 
m g e k e n t  arid not euYTering from any defects or mental disorders 
end is able to unden;tmd the nature &the ptmedlngs broln. 
DATED mi8 dily of January, 200s. 
% ,??34 
STANLEY ROBERT KRAcY&Aft?anl 
SUBSCRl8Eb AND W R N ,  ta &?fore me the undw6ignod Notary 
Public, #?Is ~ P J  day of Janosq, 20116 - \ 
5 1jl i .E OF IDAHO .J 
ERIK P. SMITH, Attorney at Law i;fitjNTY OF BOHN&R 
ANDREWS & SMITH, PLLC. .'FIRST JU[)IGIAL DIST. 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d' Alene, Idaho 83814 .It05 JAN 2b 21 .:. $@ ..., . . 
Tel. (208) 667-2000 
Fax (208) 7656-91 10 
I.S.B.N. 5008 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT FOR THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 











ENTRY OF DEFAULT 
IN THIS ACTION, the above-named Defendant having been regularly 
served with process and having failed to answer or plead to Plaintiff's 
COMPLAINT on file herein, and the time allowed by the law therefore having 
expired, the default of said Defendant in the premises is hereby duly entered 
according to law. 
CLERK'S ENTRY OF DEFAULT - 1 
- 3,Q- 
ERIK P. SMITH, Attorney at Law 
ANDREWS & SMITH, PLLC 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d' Alene, Idaho 83814 
Tel (208) 667-2000 
Fax (208) 765-91 10 
I.S.B.N. 5008 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COLJNT Y OF BONNER " 
FIRST JUDICIAL D15T. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT FOR THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, ) Case No. CV04-01789 
Plaintiff, 1 1 
VS. ) ORDER OF DEFAULT AND 
) DEFAULT JUDGMENT 
SUSAN MARIE KRALY, 
Defendant. 
UPON READING AND FILING the AFFIDAVIT OF NON- 
MILITARYICOMPETENCY, under the Soldiers' and Sailors' Civil Relief Act of 1940, 
as amended, the AFFIDAVIT OF DEFENDANT OF SERVICE of the SUMMONS, 
COMPLAINT, and the MOTION FOR DEFAULT hereinabove, the records and files 
herein, and the Court being well and fully advised in the law and in the premises, and 
good cause thus appearing; now, therefore, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Clerk of the above-entitled Court is hereby 
authorized to make entry of default against said Defendant without the filing of any bond 
to indemnify said Defendant against loss by entry of judgment should said judgment be 
hereinafter entered. 
This ORDER is entered by virtue of the such case as made and 
provided with special reference to th 
as amended. 
ENTERED this g6 day 
ORDER OF DEFAULT JUDGMENT - 1 
ERIK P. SMITH, Attorney at Law 
ANDREWS & SMITH, PLLC 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d' Alene, Idaho 83814 
Tel. (208) 667-2000 
Fax (208) 765-91 10 
I.S.B.N. 5008 
STATE OF IDAHO g 
1;OIJNTY OF BONN R 
r iRsT JUDICIAL 01 5 T. 
2005 JAN 2b P 2: 34 
MARIE SCOTT . , 
I LERK D lS lR i  T COURT . .. . .. ,Z. : . .  
i IEPUTY 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT FOR THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, ) Case No. CV04-01789 
Plaintiff, ) 1 
VS. 
SUSAN MARIE KRALY, 
) 
Defendant. 
THIS MATTER came before the above-entitled Court pursuant to 
Plaintiffs request for entry of default and default judgment against the above- 
named Defendant. The Court having considered the records and files herein, the 
default of the Defendant having been entered, and good cause thus appearing; 
now, therefore, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED as follows: 
1. 
That the bonds of matrimony heretofore existing between the parties shall 
be, and are hereby dissolved and the Plaintiff, STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, shall 
be granted an absolute decree of divorce from the Defendant, SUSAN MARIE 
KRALY, upon the grounds of irreconcilable differences. 
DECREE OF DIVORCE - 1 
II. 
That since the marriage of the parties there have been no children as 
issue of this marriage. 
111. 
That the parties have accumulated and divided certain community 
personal property that shall be divided as follows: 
a. To Plaintiff as his sole and separate property subject to any and all 
indebtedness: 
1. All retirement, savings, checking, investments, accounts or other 
property, personal effects, clothing, jewelry, and belongings already in Plaintiffs 
separate name or possession including all items acquired by Plaintiff after the 
date of the separation of the parties on or about the 22nd day of September, 
2003. Plaintiff shall be responsible for any debt owing, if any, on any items 
purchased by Plaintiff after the date of the separation of the parties. 
b. To Defendant as her sole and separate property subject to any and 
all indebtedness: 
1. All retirement, savings, checking, investments, accounts or other 
property, personal effects, clothing, jewelry, and belongings already in 
Defendant's separate name or possession including all items acquired by 
Defendant after the date of the separation of the parties on or about the 22nd day 
of September, 2003. Defendant shall be responsible for any debt owing, if any, 
on any items purchased by Defendant after the date of the separation of the 
parties. 
IV. 
That during the course of the marriage the parties acquired no community 
debts or obligations. The obligations of the parties shall be divided with each 
party holding the other party harmless therefrom, as follows: 
A) The Plaintiff shall be ordered to pay, and hold the Defendant harmless 
from any of the following debt: 
DECREE OF DIVORCE - 2 
<* 
1. Any debt incurred by the Plaintiff after the date of the separation of the 
parties herein on or about the 22nd day of September, 2003; 
2. Any indebtedness for any property taken by Plaintiff. 
B) The Defendant shall be ordered to pay, and hold the Plaintiff harmless 
from any of the following debt: 
1. Any debt incurred by the Defendant after the date of the separation of 
the parties herein on or about the 22nd day of September, 2003; and 
2. Any indebtedness for any property taken by Defendant. 
v. 
That effective forty-three (43) days from the date of this judgment, Erik P. 
Smith, shall be wit 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 37 day of r .  , 2005, a true copy 
of the foregoing, DECREE OF DIVORCE, enter herein was forwarded by the 
method indicated to: 
[XI Mailed by First Class Mail, SASE to: 
ERIK P. SMITH, Attorney at Law 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Fax: 765-91 10 
SUSAN MARIE KRALY 
4300 SE Bay Shore Terrace 
Stuart, FL 34997 
DECREE OF DIVORCE - 3 
JED K. NIXON 
NIXON LAW OFFICE 
409 Coeur d'AIene Avenue 
P.O. Box 1560 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83816-1560 
Telephone: (208) 667-4655 
FAX: (208) 765-4702 
Idaho State Bar Number: 6598 
Attorney for Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
STANLEY KRALY, 1 
) CASE NO.: CV-04-01789 
Plaintiff, 1 
) MOTION TO VACATE DEFAULT AND 
VS. ) FOR CLARIFICATION OF 
) JURISDICTION 
SUSAN MARIE KRALY, 1 
) DATE: March 2,2005 
Defendant. ) TIME: 2 0 0  p.m. 
1 
COMES NOW, the above named Defendant, SUSAN MARIE KRALY, by and through her 
attorney, JED K. NIXON of NIXON LAW OFFICE, and hereby makes a limited appearance and 
moves the Court to vacate the default against the Defendant and judgment entered on January 26, 
2005 and additionally requests this Court to clarify its jurisdiction over this matter. 
This motion is made on the grounds the Defendant was never properly served with Summons 
and Complaint for Divorce. Furthermore, Defendant made a limited appearance only to contest the 
jurisdiction of the Court and did not make a general appearance. Defendant also requests this Court 
address and clarify its jurisdiction over the parties as requested in the Objection previously filed 
herein. Defendant moves this Court for relief fionl the judgment pursuant to Rule 60(b) of the Idaho 
MOTION TO VACATE DEFAULT -1- 
Rules of Civil Procedure as a result of misrepresentation by adverse party andlor the decree being 
void as this Court did not have personal jurisdiction over Defendant without proper personal service 
by the Plaintiff 
This motion is supported by an affidavit filed herewith and based upon the records on file 
herein, 
Defendant is a full-time resident of Florida and will be available via telephone should the 
Court wish to hear testimony of Defendant. 
Defendant requests the opportunity to present evidence, witness' testimony, andlor oral 
argument in support of this Motion and to cross-examine Plaintiff and her witnesseslaffiants at the 
hearing hereon. 
DATED this c d a y  of (se / L  (A- ,2005. 
Attorney for Defendant 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
-'" # , 2005, a true and I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the day of el.--- 
complete copy of the foregoing was served on the following as indicate below: 
Erik P. Smith 
Andrews & Smith, PLLC 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d' Alene, ID 83814 
(208) 765-91 1 0-FAX 
By: 
JED K. NIXON 
[ 1 Hand-delivered 
[ ] Regular mail 
[ ] Certified mail 
[ ] Overnight mail 
[d Facsimile 
[ ] Interoffice Mail 
MOTION TO VACATE DEFAULT -2- 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
COURT MINUTES 
JUDGE: JUSTIN JULLIAN CASE NO. CV-2004-1789 
REPORTER: DATE: 3-11-05 TIME: 2:00 pm 
CLERK: MlSSY SECK TAPE: 05- 250 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY vs SUSAN MARIE KRALY 
Plaintiff I Petitioner Defendant I Respondent 
Atty: ~ t t y : s &  
SUBJECT OF PROCEEDINGS MOT TO VACATE DEFAULT JUDGMENTICLARIF OF JURISDICTION 
CHARGE 
INDEX SPEAKER PHASE OF CASE 
DOES NOT AND AN ONGOING DISPUTE OF THE FLORIDA PROPERTY. 
PROPOSED ORDER ENTERED 1/5/05. TAPE INDICATES TO WAIT UNTIL 
FLORIDA MAKES DETERMINATION. QUITE A FEW ISSUES NEED TO BE 




RE: LlMlTED APPEARANCE, YOU ARE CORRECT, AS I NOTE YOU ARE AGAIN 
APPEARING ON A LIMITED APPEARANCE. THlS IS NOT AN ISSUE. RESPECT 
TO LIMITATION, YOU ARE RIGHT, NOT GOING TO DETERMINE UNTIL FLORIDA 
IS RESOLVED. WHILE NOT SPECIFIC IN ORDER, BUT HOW I RULED. WITH 
DEFAULT ON MRS. SMITH. WHEN WAS PERMISSION TO SERVE OUT OF 






1 1 / HAVE JURISDICTION WHEN NOT PROPERLY SERVED. DEFAULT IS VACATED. 1 
NO. I BELIEVE WE NEED TO HAVE MORE CLARIFICATION ON JURISDICTION. 
JURISDICTION WAS SET FORTH PRETTY CLEARLY. 
FILED OBJ TO WORDING OF MR. SMITH'S ORDER. WANTS TO REFLECT 
JURISDICTION OVER DIVORCE AND IDAHO PROPERTY, TAPE STATES IT 
692 
I MR. NlXON TO PREPARE ORDER TO THAT EXTENT. 
747 1 ES J I'M NOT TO BEHEARD. 
1 J I NOT A GOOD IDEA AT THIS TIME. DISAPPOINTED IN YOU. YOU TRIED TO GET 
Calls Case 
A FAST ONE PAST ME AND I DON'T APPRECIATE IT BETTER NOT TO SAY 1 1 _ I ANYTHING ELSE IN ORDER TO AVOID SANCTIONS 




JED NlXON ON BEHALF OF DEF. MRS. KRALY, DEFENDANT NOT 
PRESENT; PETITIONER PRESENT WICOUNSEL ERIK SMITH.. 
HAVE RULED TO ACCEPT THAT. 
MRS. SMITH ENTERED A LIMITED PRO SE REGARDING ISSUE OF PLAINTIFF A 
RESIDENT OF IDAHO. I HAD TO APPEAR AT LAST MINUTE. NOT ABLE TO 
ARGUE 128 MOTIONS. STATE NEVER MADE ANY JURISDICTION OVER IDAHO. 
SERVICE OF PROCESS WAS NOT SUFFICIENT. NEVER HAD A CHANCE TO 
OBJECT. CAN'T ENTER DEFAULT JUDGMENT IF NO JURISDICTION. NO 
PROPER SERVICE. 
AFFIDAVIT OF MRS. KRALY SOLELY ON LIMITED BASIS. MR. NlXON WAS ONLY 
APPEARAING ON LIMITED BASIS. COURT DOES NOT HAVE JURISDICTION 
OVER DEFENDANT. I WOULD HAVE SUA SPONTE, NOT APPROPRIATE TO 
RESOLVED ANY ISSUES.? 
[ 756 I I RECESS. 
CASE NO. CV-2004-1789 
COURT MINUTES 
DATE: 3-1 1-05 
r 2  e 
Page 2 of 2 
2105 XAR I I P 4: 01 
JED K. NIXON 
NIXON LAW OFFICE 
409 Coeur d'Alene Avenue 
P.O. Box 1560 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 8381 6-1 560 
Telephone: (208) 667-4655 
FAX: (208) 765-4702 
Idaho State Bar Number: 6598 
Attorney for Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
STANLEY KRALY, ) 
) CASE NO.: CV-04-01789 
Plaintiff, 1 
) ORDER VACATING DEFAULT AND FOR 
VS. ) CLARIFICATION OF JURISDICTION 
) 






This matter came on for hearing on the 2nd day of March 2005, before the Honorable Justin 
W. Julian. The Plaintiff was personally present and represented by Erik P. Smith and Jed K. Nixon 
of Nixon Law Office made a limited appearance on behalf of the Defendant. The Court having heard 
testimony in support of the party's claims and good cause appearing; 
NOW THEREFORE, it is hereby ordered that the default judgment entered on January 26, 
ORDRE VACATlNG DEFAULT- I 
2005 should be and is hereby vacated on the grounds of misrepresentation by adverse party and the 
Decree being void as this Court did not have pe 
Dated this 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the l(e day of w h ~  , 2005, a true and 
complete copy of the foregoing was mailed to the foIlowing: 
Erik P. Smith 
Andrews & Smith, PLLC 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d' Alene, ID 83814 
Jed K. Nixon 
Nixon Law Office 
409 Coeur d'AIene Avenue 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83854 
By: 
ORDRE VACATING DEFAULT- 2 
ERIK P. SMITH, Attorney at Law 
Andrews &Smith, PLLC 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d' Alene, Idaho 83814 
Tel. (208) 667-2000 
Fax (208) 765-91 10 
I.S.B.N. 5008 
? P C 5  MAR 29 P 2: 1 3 
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Attorney for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDlCIAL DISTRICT FOR THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, ) Case No. CVO4-Of 789 
Plaintiff, . ) 1 









COMES NOW. the above named Plaintiff, STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, by 
and through Plaintiffs attorney of record, ERIK P. SMITH, and for cause of action 
against the above named Defendant, SUSAN MARIE KRALY, complains and 
alleges as follows: 
I. 
That the Plaintiff is a resident of and domiciled in the County of Bonner, 
State of Idaho, and has been for at least six (6) weeks next immediately 
preceding the filing of this action. The Court has subject matter jurisdiction of this 
divorce action and personal jurisdiction over the Plaintiff and the Defendant. 
AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR DIVORCE - 1 
- l*\r, ASSIGNED TO JUDGE JULlAN 
PAGE 83 
II. 
That the parties were intermarried on April 12, 2003 in Stuart, Florida, and 
ever since that date have been and now are, husband and wife. 
111. 
That the parties are physically separated and the separation occurred on 
or about the 22" day of September, 2003. 
IV. 
That since the marriage of the parties, there have been no children as 
issue of this marriage and the Defendant is not now pregnant. 
v. 
That prior to and during the marriage of the parties, the Plaintiff came to 
possess certain items of property that is separate in character, and should be 
confirmed to the Plaintiff, and placed in the exclusive possession and control of 
the Plaintiff. These items of separate property include, but are not limited to: All 
right, title, and interest in the shares and holdings of the business known as 
Maritime Tug and Barge, Inc., all right, title, and interest in the shares and 
holdings of the business known as Creole Chief, LLC, certain real property 
located in Bonner County, and approximately $15,000.00 taken from Plaintiff's 
separate property bank account by Defendant. 
VI. 
In the alternative, during the course of the marriage the parties did 
acquire Idaho real property, and the Plaintiff claims a right of reimbursement to 
his separate property estate for the entire purchase price. 
VII. 
That the parties have accumulated certain community personal property 
during the marriage that should be divided in a fair and equitable manner as 
follows: 
a. To Plaintiff as his sole and separate property subject to any and all 
indebtedness: 
1. All personal effects, clothing, furnishings, and belongings already in 
Plaintiffs possession including all items acquired by Plaintiff after the 
AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR DIVORCE - 2 
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ANDREWSSMITH 
date of the separation of the parties on or about the 22" day of 
September, 2003. Plaintiff should be responsible for any debt owing, if 
any, on any items purchased by Plaintiff after the date of the 
separation of the parties; and 
b. To Defendant as her sole and separate properly subject to any and 
all indebtedness: 
1. All personal effects, clothing, furnishings, and belongings already in 
Defendant's possession including all items acquired by Defendant after 
the date of the separation of the parties on or about the 22nd day of 
September, 2003. Defendant should be responsible for any debt 
owing, if any, on any items purchased by Defendant afler the date of 
the separation of the parties; and 
VIII. 
That during the course of the marriage the parties acquired certain 
community debts and obligafions and that it is fair and equitable that the 
community debts and obligations of the parties should be divided with each party 
holding the other party harmless therefrom, as follows: 
A) The Plaintiff should be ordered to timely pay the following debt: 
1. Any debt incurred by the Plaintiff after the date of the separation of the 
parties herein on or about the 22nd day of September, 2003. 
2 Any debt in the Plaintiffs name only. 
3. Any undisclosed debt incurred by Plaintiff. 
0) The Defendant should be ordered to timely pay, indemnify, and hold 
the Plaintiff harmless from any of the following debt: 
1. Any debt: incurred by the Defendant after the date of the separation of 
the parties herein on or about the 22nd day of September, 2003. 
2. Any debt in the Defendant's name only. 
3 A Monetary Judgment to Plaintiff in the approximate amount of 
$15,000 representing money taken by Defendant from Plaintiff's separate 
property bank account. 
AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR DIVORCE - 3 
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4. Any undisclosed debt incurred by Defendant. 
IX. 
That during the course of the marriage certain differences have arisen 
between the parties of so great a nature as to have caused a total breakdown of 
this marriage and make it seem that the bonds of matrimony should be dissolved 
and held for naught and that Plaintiff should be granted an absolute Decree of 
Divorce from the Defendant upon the grounds of Irreconcilable Differences. No 
reconciliation period or efforts are sought. 
X. 
That it would be fair and equitable that Defendant should be responsible 
for Plaintiff's attorney's fees and costs incurred herein if this matter is contested 
according to further proof and Idaho Code, Sections 32-704 and 705. 
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for relief from Defendant as follows: 
I. For an absolute Decree of Divorce from Defendant, totally dissolving 
the bonds of matrimony previously existing between the two, upon the grounds of 
Irreconcilable Differences. 
2. For judgment awarding any and all relief requested in this complaint; 
3. For an Order that ~efendant pay Plaintiff's attorney's fees and costs 
incurred herein if this matter is contested. 
4. For such other and further relief as the Court deems just and equitable. 
DATED this z f i a y  of March, 2005. 
ERIK P ~ I T H  
Attorney for Plaintiff 
STATE OF IDAHO 1 
) ss. 
County of Bonner ) 
AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR DIVORCE - 4 
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I, STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose 
and state that: 
1. I am the Plaintiff in the above-entitled matter. 
2. 1 have read the foregoing COMPLAINT, know the contents thereof; 
and 
3. The matters set forth herein are true to the best of my knowledge, 
information and belief. 
," =.Q~Z& 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me, the undersigned Notary Public 
for the State of Idaho this ?,/ day of March, 2005. - 
Residing at: 
Bond expires: 
MENDED COMPLAINT FOR DIVORCE - 5 
I * .  
ERIK P. SMITH, Attorney at Law 
5:;;i'i: , ... k;u- i!,j:'..l\(j 
(.(j!l!;.fy ,:;. :<,><';.:f!: 
ANDREWS & SMITH, PLLC 
, . ~ . ,  ,.. . ,,.. . 
.,' ! , , ; , , . ' t . ' . ,  L t . . . ' .  ,J.  .i .........., , .':..!:-.iC:i 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d' Alene, Idaho 83814 j ; ~ ?  i!y,n 29 p 2: 13 
Tel. (208) 667-2000 
Fax (208) 765-91 70 
I.S.B.N. 5008 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT FOR THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, ) Case No. CV04-01789 
Plaintiff, 1 I 
VS. 
) MOTION FOR ORDER AUTHORIZING 
) OUT OF STATE PERSONAL SERVICE 
1 




COMES NOW, the Plaintiff herein, by and through his attorney of record, 
ERlK P. SMITH, hereby moves this Court for its Order authorizing service on the 
Defendant by personal service outside the state of Idaho. 
This MOTION is made and based upon the AFFIDAVIT filed in support of 
this MOTION and the verified Amended Complaint on file herein. 
DATED this day of March, 2005. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
MOTION FOR ORDER AUTHORIZING PERSONAL SERVICE - 1 
- Y 1 -  
ERIK P. SMITH, Attorney at Law 
ANDREWS & SMITH, PLLC 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d' Alene, Idaho 8381 4 zfl05 MhR 30 A 
9 31 
Tef. (208) 667-2000 ... !:.. S;;OTT 
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Attorney for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT FOR THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, ) Case No. CV04-01789 
Plaintiff, 1 
1 
) ORDER AUTHORIZING SERVICE BY 
vs. ) PERSONAL SERVICE 
1 
SUSAN MARIE KRALY, 
Defendant. 
UPON READING AND FILING of the MOTION FOR ORDER 
AUTHORlZlNG PERSONAL SERVICE, the AFFIDAVIT in supporf thereof, and 
the verified Complaint on file herein, and it satisfactorily appearing that the 
Defendant is a necessary, proper and indispensable party to this action, and it 
further appearing that it will be impossible for the Sheriff or any person to make 
service against said Defendant in the State of ldaho for the reason that 
Defendant may not be within the State of ldaho, now, therefore, 
I T  IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that service of 
the ANOTHER SUMMONS and AMENDED COMPLAINT may be made upon the 
Defendant wherever she may be found according to the Affidavit in supporf of the 
motion. 4 
ENTERED this 3=day of March, 2005. 
ORDER FOR OUT OF STATE PERSONAL SERVICE - 1 
-f-M&p- 
JUS W. JULIA , agistrate 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certiv that on the day of March, 2005, a true copy of the 
foregoing ORDER was forwarded by: 
[ ] hand delivered to: 
-1 mailed postage prepaid to: 
[XI faxed to: 
ERIK P. SMITH 
Attorney at Law 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 8381 4 
Fax: 765-91 10 
ORDER FOR OUT OF STATE PERSONAL SERVICE - 2 
- '%- 
.,*. .I,.-\." A"..,.. I',,. L V Y , Y * . I I " L  . . 
^ (i i 
ED K. NIXON 
NEON LAW OFFICE 
409 Coeur d'Alene Avenue 
P.O. Box 1560 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83816-1560 
Telephone: (208) 667-4655 
FAX: (208) 765-4702 
Idaho State Bar Number: 6598 
Attonley for Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE BIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OH THE 
STATE OF IDAHO. IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
STANLEY KRALY, ) 
') CASE NO.: CV-04-01789 
]'laintiff, i 
) NOTICE OF LIMITED APPEARANCE 
v. ) MOTION TO DISMISS 
1 




COMES NOW, JED K. NCYON, of the NIXON LAW OFFICE, and hereby 
makes a limited appearance for the above-named Defendant, SUSAN MARE KRALY. 
Pursuant to I.R.C.P. 4(i)(2) the Defendant consents to the representation by 
attorney JED K. NLXON, for the following limited purposes: 
1. The Plaintiff attempted to serve the Defendant at her Florida residence on 
April 8,2005. 
NOTICE OF LIMITED APPEARANCE 1 
MOTION TO DISMISS 
" 96- 
2. Service of legal papers on the Defendant was improper. Affidavits of the 
Defendant and Mike Ekin, a visitor at the Defendant's residence hereby attached and 
incorporated herein as Exhibits A and B. 
3. Pursu;mt to I.R.C.P. 4(a)(2), 12@)(4) and 12(b)(5) service has not been made 
within the statutory limit of six months; therefore, this case should be dismissed. 
4. Furthermore, based upon the a~dav i t s  and records on file, incorporated as set 
forth at len,ath herein, the Defendant would move, pursuant to I.R.C.P. 12@)(2), and 
12(b)(S) to dismiss based upon lack of jurisdiction over Defendant and fonun non 
conveniens. 
5. The Defendant has filed for divorce in Florida. A jurisdictional bearing has 
been scheduled ior May 11,2005, at 10:OO a.m., in the Circuit Court of the Nineteenth 
Judicial Circuit in and for Martin County, Florida. Attached hereto and incorporated 
herein as Exhibit C is a copy of the Notice of Hearing. 
6. The Defendant respectfully requests, if necessary, after the May 11,2005, 
hearing in Florida, the Courts communicate to fully settle any remaining jurisdictional 
issues if this case is to proceed in Idaho. 
7. The Defendant has bad to retain an attorney to defend this action and will incur 
travel costs to attend a hearing on this matter. She asks for an order awarding all fees and 
costs incurred in the defense of this action to be awarded to her. 
DATED this &'day of April. 2005. 
Attorney for Defendant 
NOTICE OF LIMITED APPEARANCE 2 
MOTION TO DISMISS 
CERTIRICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the elday of April, 2005, I caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing document, NOTICE OF LIMITED APPEARANCE 
AND MOTION,TO DISMISS, by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
ERIK P. SMITH 
Attorney at Law 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d'AIene, ID 83814 
Telephone: (208) 667-2000 
Facsimile: (208) 765-91 10 
[ ] Regular Mail 
[ ] Certified Mail 
[ 1 Overnight Mail 
[ 1 Facsimile 
/ 
NOTICE OF LIMITED APPEARANCE 3 
MOTION TO DISMISS 
"EXHIBIT ASS 
Kraly v. Kraly 
CV-04-01789 
W. W. NIXON 
.ED K. NIXON 
NIXON LAW OFFICE 
409 Coeur d' Alene Avenue 
P. 0. Box 1560 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83816-1560 
Telephone: (208) 667-4655 
Facsimile: (208) 765-4702 
ISBN: 825 
ISBN: 6598 
Anomeys for the Defendant. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OR BONNER 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, ) 
) CASE NO.: CV-04-01789 
Plaintiff, ) 
1 
v. 1 AFFIDAVIT OF SUSAN M. KRALY 
1 




I, SUSAN MARIE KRALY, the Affiant, being duly sworn on oath, deposes and states: 
1. I am the Defendant in the above entitled action and am competent to testifL to the 
facts set forth herein. 
2. The I'fczintiff and I were married on April 12,2003, in Stuart, Florida. 
3.  I am currently and have been aresident of the State of Florida for approximately four 
years 
4. I reside at 4300 Bayshore Terrace, Stuart, Florida with my daughter. 
5. Mike Ekin is not and has not ever resided at my residence. 
6. On April 8,2005, Mike Ekin was a visitor at my residence and in no way was 
authorized to accept legal service for me. 
AFFIDAVIT OF SUSAN KRALY - 1 
7. As ofthe date dtbis Affidavit I have still nnf heen properly, personally senfed wia 
a Summons snd Complain? for the Plaintiffs action in Idah. 
8 .  Your affim I%&& saithnmgk 
DATED& this dsy cff P+ ,-, 
DlWEL WEAVER 
M mm. nxplren Feb. 16.zao9 
Residi-: 
NoWy Public for the State of Florida 






W. Mr. MXON 
JED K. NIXON 
NIXON LAW OFFICE 
409 Coeur dlAlene Avenue 
P. 0. Box 1560 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83816-1560 
Telephone: (208) 667-4655 
Facsimile: (208) 765-4702 
ISBN: 825 
ISBN: 6598 
Attorneys for the Defendant. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, ) 
1 CASE NO.: CV-04-01789 
Plaintiff, ) 
1 
v. 1 AFFIDAVIT OF MIKE EKIN 
1 
SUSAN MARIE K M L Y ,  ) 
I, MIKE EWN, the Affiant, being duly sworn on oath, deposes and states: 
1. I am competent to testify to the facts set forth herein. 
2. I am currently residing at 171 8 S.E. Caseeella Court, Fort St. Lucie, Florida and have 
been for approximately one (1) year. 
3. On April 8,2005, I was visiting the Defendant, Susan Marie Kraly, at 4300 Bayshorr 
Terrace, Stuart, Florida. 
4. As I left through the back entrance, I was given papers regarding Ms. Kraly. 
5. I did not and do not have authority from Ms. Kraly to accept service of these papers. 
AFFIDAVIT OF MIKE EKIN - 1 
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N o w  Publie for the SEate ofFlorida 
Rcsidiq at: 8 % N o w M s l a s o r m m  
weom",. 4 m .  F A  '0, - My Cttrnmission Expires:' 
"EXHIBIT C" 
rN RE: TI% MARRIAGE OF 
STAN R. KRhLY, 
RespondentlHusband. 
and 
... . , 
SUSAN M. KRALY, 
. . . . . .  , ,  . .  Peririonerlwife, . , ,: :&d;., : . . ,,. 
, . . . .  .,. , .  . . .  '. , 
, . 
CREOLE CHEF, LLC., 
Co-Respondent. 
1N "I'HE CJKCULl' C'OUKl' VF 'iHE 
NINETEENTH JUDXCXAL CIRCUIT 
IN AND F O R  MARTM COUNTY, 
FLORIDA 
CASE NO. 04-1 603DR 
Judge: Belangcr 
TO: STAN M. KIZALY 
c/o Jeffrey F. Thomas, Esq. 
555 Colorado Avenue, Suite One 
S t w ,  F1.34994 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on the day of MAY, 2005, at 10:OO A.M., or 
as soon thereafter as counsel can be heard, the undersigned will bring on lo be heard the 
matter of VERlFIED MOTION TO DISMISS FOR LACK OF JURISDXCTION, 
betbre the Honorable Robert E. Beianger, one of  the Judges of the above Court, at his 
Chambers in the Peter L. Cheney (Martin County) Courthouse, 100 E a t  Ocean Blvd., 
Stuart, Martin Cowy,  Florida . .  . , :  .' '. . . :: :. :::. 
, . .  . . . . .  . . , , ..... Time Reserved: 60 minutes 
Please govern yourself accordingly. 
CERTlFlCATE OF COORDMATION 
Purstlant to Section, 17 of the Coun's Administrative Order No. 93-12, I hesby 
certify thm the nbovoreferenced hearing time and date were coordinated with opposing 
counsel's secretary, Jackie, on the 1rlm day of April, 2005. 
JOKN EDGAR S9 IERRARD, P.A. 
34 S.E. Finh SI~cer. Stunn, Florida 3.1794-3010 (772) 38-9322 4 1772) 878-1J101 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVXa 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a wpy of the foregoing has been fiunished upon 
counsel for the Husband: JEFFREY F. TIIOMAS, Esq., Cmry, Buchanan, et al., 555 
'It. Colorado Avcnuc, Suite One, Stuart, Florida 34994, on this =day ofAprjl, 2005. 
The Law Off~ces of 
JOHN ERGAR SHERRARD, P.A. 
34 SE. Fifth Street 
Stuarr, ]Florida 34994 
. . . .  . , Tcl: (772) 283-9322 ' ' . .  . . ,  . 2 . .. . , . , <. 
Fax: (772) 283-2928, . ' . '. ' ,A,, '..> . . . , ., .,I . .,I.. . .  . 
xc: Judicial Assistant (Judge Belanger) 
Client 
NOTICE OF PERSONS WrW DISABILI'IIF;$ 
In rtccordancc with the Amcricnos witb Disabilities Act, person3 with a disability needing special 
accammodatlons lo participate in this p r o d i n g  should wntBcT the Clerk of Circuit Court, Martin County, 
no Iater than seven days prior to tho pmceedings at P. 0. Box 9016, Stuart, FL 34995-9C16. Tcltphona: 
(772) 288-5577; 1-500-955-8771 (TDD). or 1-500-955-8770 0, via Florida Rclay Service. 
JOHN &D/DCAR SRERRARD, P.A. 
31 S.E. Fifrh SweG $luarl,Ficrida34994-3010 * (772) 283-9322 * (772)!87&0105 
~~. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
COURT MINUTES 
JUDGE: JUSTIN W. JULIAN CASE NO. CV-2004-1789 
REPORTER: DATE: 6-01-05 TIME: 9:00 AM 
CLERK: M. SECK TAPE: 05-591 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY vs SUSAN MARIE KRALY 
Plalntlff I Petlttoner Defendant I Respondent 
Any: ERIK SMITH Any: JED NlXON 
SUBJECT OF PROCEEDINGS MOTION TO DISMISS 
CHARGE 















NO PARTIES PRESENT 
MOTION IS VACATED. 
ERlK P. SMITH, Attorney at Law 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d' Alene, Idaho 83814 
Tel. (208) 667-2000 
Fax (208) 765-91 10 
I.S.B.N. 5008 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 





) OBJECTION TO MOTION TO DISMISS, 
) MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT OF TIME 
) FOR SERVICE AND MOTION FOR 
) TELEPHONIC APPEARANCE 




COMES NOW, the above named Plaintiff, STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, 
by and through his attorney of record, ERlK P. SMITH and hereby objects to 
the Defendant's Motion to Dismiss and further moves the Court for an order 
allowing the Plaintiff an enlargement of time for service on the Defendant, 
SUSAN MARIE KRALY pursuant to I.R.C.P. 4(a), and the Affidavit of Frank 
Lodico filed concurrently herewith. 
Motion is further made for requesting an order authorization the process 
servers, FRANK LODICO and TROY McDONALD, to appear telephonically 
from Florida at the hearing held herein on June 24, 2005, if deemed 
necessary. 
G a y  of June, 2005. DATED this - 
OBJECTION TO MOTION TO DISMISS, MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT OF TIME FOR 
SERVICE AND MOTION FOR TELEPHONIC APPEARANCE - 1 
ERIK P. SMITH 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I hereby certify that on the &day of June, 2005, a true and complete copy of 
the foregoing was 
[XI faxed to: 
Jed K. Nixon, Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 1560 




OBJECTION TO MOTION TO DISMISS, MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT OF TIME FOR 
SERVICE AND MOTION FOR TELEPHONIC APPEARANCE - 2 
- I n- 
JEDK.NMON 
MXON LAW 0 P m a  
409 C o w  dWene Avenue 
P. 0. Box I560 
Cow d'Alme, Idaho 83816-1560 
Telephone: (208) 667-4655 
Faosimile: (208) 765-4702 
ISBN; 6598 
2001 JUN 11-I A '3 58 
Attorney for the Defmdmt 
IN IXE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 'ITE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AMD FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
STANLEY ROBERT m y ,  1 




1 SYPWXON FOR 
1 TELEPHONIC A P P W C E  
SUSAN rvIARlEKRAK,Y, 1 
1 
D e f d t  1 
COMES NOW, the &ve-named Plaint@ STANLEY ROBERT W Y ,  by ad 
through his attorney ofrccord, ERIK P. SMITH, and the Defwdant, SUSAN MARE W Y ,  
m h g  a limited appear- by and through her attorney of record, JED K. NEON of WxON 
LAW OFFICE, hereby moves &C court b allow ERANlC LODICO, TROY McDONALD, 
SUSAN MARI33 XCFWY, and MlKE FJCJbJ to appear k1epbnicaUy at the Hearing scheduled 
for Junc 24,2005,at 10 &me, in ihe Clourtroom, of said Court, B o w  County, Sandpint, Idaho, 
before the B0ll~rab1e Jwtbi W. J u b .  
STPULAnON FOR 
TFXEPHONIC APPEARANa - 1 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the -'day of 2005, a true and 
complete copy of the foregoing was served on the following as indicated below: 
Erik P. Smith 
Andrews & Smith, PLLC 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d' Alene, ID 83814 
(208) 765-91 1 0-FAX 
By: 
JM K. NIXON 
STIPULATION FOR 
TELEPHONIC APPEARANCE - 2 
LQ2- - 
[ ] Hand-delivered 
Regular mail 
[ 1 Certified mail 
[ ] Overnight mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ ] Interoffice Mail 
ERIK P. SMITH, ATTORNEY AT LAW 
Andrews & Smith, PLLC 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d' Alene, Idaho 83814 
Tel. (208) 667-2000 
Fax (208) 765-91 10 
I.S.B.N. 5008 
STATE OF IDAHO 
o f h ~ w  k_, c__ .. 1- F&u - r 2  " 2  
AT. /*'Q O'clock-M 
CLERK, Dl@"CT COURT 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
) CASE NO. CV-04-01789 
1 






) ORDER ALLOWING WITNESSES TO 
) APPEAR TELEPHONICALLY 
-- 
Based upon the Motion of Plaintiffs counsel, and good cause appearing, 
therefore; 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the process servers, FRANK LODICO and 
TROY McDONALD, shall be allowed to appear telephonically at the hearing on 
Plaintiffs Motion for Enlargement of Time for uled herein for 10:OO 
a.m. on June 24,2005. 
DATED this /.Sday of 
ORDER ALLOWING WITNESSES TO APPEAR TELEPHONICALLY - Page 1 
,. L3- 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the day of , 2005, a true copy 
of the foregoing was: 
Jed K. Nixon, Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 1560 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1 560 
Fax: 765-4702 
Erik P. Smith, Attorney at Law 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d' Alene, Idaho 83814 
Fax: 765-91 10 
Deputy Clerk u 
ORDER ALLOWING WITNESSES TO APPEAR TELEPHONICALLY - Page 2 
I 
- 1-11 .- 
ERIK P. SMITH, AlTORNEY AT L4W 
Andrews & Smith, PLLC 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d' Alene, Idaho 83814 
Tel. (208) 667-2000 
Fax (208) 7654 1 I U 
I.S.B.N. 5008 
2005 JUN I7 A 10: 00 
I.{$ ":,: , 1. 
ill,.. . . d i  1 I 
CLERK DISl'kiCl' CCURT 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
ST.A.TF OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNW OF BONNER 





) ORDER ALLOWING WITNESSES TO 
) APPEAR TELEPHONICALLY 
1 




Based upon the Stipulation of the parties, and good cause appearing, 
therefore; 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the process sewers, FRANK LODICO and 
TROY McDONALD, and the Defendant, SUSAN MARIE KRALY, and 
Defendant's witness, MIKE EKIN, shall be allowed to appear telephonically at the 
hearing on June 24, 2005 at 10:OO a.m. 
DATED this /2l day of June, 
ORDER ALLOWING WITNESSES TO APPEAR TELEPHONICALLY -Page 1 
-l,25 - 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE .-a 
I hereby certify that on the day of June, 2005, a true copy of the foregoing 
was: 
76s; '1'702 
[XI faxed to:2EZaW33 and (208) 785-91 10 
Jed K. Nixon, Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 1660 
Coeur dlAlene, ID 83816-1560 
Fax: 765-4702 
Erik P. Smith, Attorney at Law 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d' Alene, Idaho 83814 
Fax: 765-91 10 
Deputy Clerk u 
ORDER ALLOWING WITNESSES TO APPEAR TELEPHONICALLY - Page 2 
" \pd - 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
COURT MINUTES 
JUDGE: JUSTIN JULIAN 
REPORTER: 
CLERK: J P HOLT 
CASE NO. CV-2004-1789 
DATE: 6-24-05 TIME: 10:OO AM 
TAPE: 05-657 
STANLEY R KRALY Vs SUSAN M KRALY 
Plaintiff I Petitioner Defendant I Respondent 
Atty: ERIK SMITH Any: JED NIXON 
SUBJECT OF PROCEEDINGS MOTN TO DISMISS, MOTN FOR ENLARGEMNT OF TIME 




PET Petitioner DIR Direct Examination 
REDIR Redirect Examination 
X Cross Examination 
RE-X Recross Examination 
INDEX SPEAKER PHASE OF CASE 
370 I J  1 Calls Case 

















Can narrow. Rule 4A. 6 months from filing of Complaint. Filed amended complaint 
and another summons. Timeliness 
Not contesting 511 1 service. 
Legal issue. 
Asked for 4 mo contin. FL action. 
I have already made a determination on that issue. 
JN 
J 
Page 1 of 2 
FL property & co. 
Will rule on nothing that has been ruled on. Will not rule twice on same issue 
I was not clear. Assume quiet title in FL? 
I am only dealing with what is in ID and the marriage itself. 
Service of summons 6 mo after the date 
Why do I need 4 witnesses in FL? 
If court willing to understand is only ID property. Issues going back and forth. If ID 
court dealing wlonly ID prop. Then not an issue. 
All business issues are FL issues. 
She did admit she was served? 
Will not deny 
464 
570 
(Plf by telephone and Mike Eakin) 
Do not want to have FL court take jurisdiction. 


















marriage and prop in ID and FL to proceed with prop i n ~ c  
Can't figure on why splitting up the action. 
Where property is iadispute between parties. 
If Court would determine if FL could also take jurisdiction of ID prop 
No. Not convenient 
Have made that ruling &will not argue now. I 
740 I J 1 Any problem with giving Nixon time to file answer? 
1 FS I O K  7 , -- -.. 
770 JN Extend issue of summons? 
J Take it you were withdrawing objecton to timeliness. 
JN Filing amended complaint would not extend the 6 month rule. 4/42.., ... 
91 3 ES 4A talks about a complaint. 
J What is crux of rule - if file amndmt does not grant 6 more months. 
ES Different. 
/ JN Crux of amendment deals with FL prop. 
1 ES 1 6 mo and 1 day. 
- 
969 I Ruling under rule 4A. Not a case usually see under 4A - in this plf diligence & def 
putting up resistance. Ongoing. No 
I I 
1139 I 1 END 
CASE NO. 
PA1 IOT hfllNI ITFS 
DATE: 
ERIK P. SMITH, Attorney at Law 
Andrews €4 Smith, PLLC 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d' Alene, Idaho 83814 
Tel (208) 667-2000 
Fax (208) 765-91 ? 0 
I.S.B.N. 5008 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
PAGE 02 
CI & 
, -. -. >;: [ cp2 f j u  ('fiUp<'r\,' CF' pPl'"- 
> d  ,tib t R  
F I R S T  Ji~i:i1Cii:.i T!ISTRIC? 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DlSTRiCT FOR THE 
S?.ATF OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, ) Case No. CV04-01789 
Plaintiff, 1 
) 
) ORDER DENYING MOTON TO DISMISS 





The Defendant's Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Jurisdiction and Failure of 
Setvice having come regularly before the Court on June 24, 2005; STANLEY 
KRALY being personally present and represented by his attorney, ERiK P. 
SMITH, and the Defendant, SUSAN KRALY, appearing telephonically, and by 
her attorney, JED NIXON, in person; the Court hearing evidence, testimony and 
arguments of counsel and the parties; and, and after reviewing the records and 
files herein, NOIN THEREFORE: 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED, that: 
The Defendant's Motion to Dismis risdiction and Failure of 
Service shall b&$yed. 
DATED this day of June, 20 
ORDER DENYING MOTION TO DISMISS - 1 
.%36/27/2005 03: 57 2087659110 
<! ANDREWSSMITH 
. .-f 3 
# ,  . - 
, , "I , 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the a day of June, 2005, a true copy of: the 
hrqc)in? ORDER was forwarded by: 
[XI fax to: 
Erik P. Smith, Attorney at Law 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d' Alene, Id 83814 
FAX: 765-91 10 
Jed Nixon, Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 1560 
Cmur d'A!ene; ID 83816 
FAX: 7654702 
ORDER DENYING MOTION TO DISMISS - 2 
- ~ 
JED K. NIXON 
NIXON LAW OFFICE 
409 Coeur d' Alene Ave. 
PO Box 1560 




Attorney for Defendant. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
SUSAN MARIE KRALY, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CV-04- 1789 
ANSWER 
Categorj : 16(a) 
Fee: $47 
COMES NOW, the Defendant, SUSAN MARIE KRALY, by and through her attorney 
of record, JED K. NIXON of NIXON LAW OFFICE, and hereby answers Plaintiff's Amended 
Complaint for Divorce as follows: 
1. The Defendant denies each and every material averment of Plaintiffs Complaint 
unless specifically admitted herein. 
ANSWER - 1 
2. The Defendant renews her objection to this Court exercising personal jurisdiction 
over her; however, the Defendant admits this Court has taken subject matter jurisdiction over the 
re& of the marriage and the division of real property in Idaho, pursuant to the Order on file. 
3.  The Defendant admits the averments contained in Paragraph I1 of Plaintiffs 
Complaint. 
4. The Defendant denies the parties' separation occurred on or about the ~ 2 " ~  of 
September 2003. The Defendant avers the separation occurred on or about the 27" of September 
2004. 
5 .  The Defendant admits the averments contained in Paragraph IV of Plaintiff's 
Complaint. 
6. As to Defendant's claim and/or interest to marital property and/or holdings in 
Florida, the Idaho Court has declined to take jurisdiction over the division of any and all property 
located in the State of Florida. As to the remaining property in Idaho, the Defendant is without 
knowledge as to the specific source of the funds used to purchase the real property; therefore, the 
Defendant denies the same. Defendant avers any and all real property bought in Idaho during the 
existence of the community was purchased to her knowledge with community funds; therefore, 
the Defendant is entitled to the fair and equitable division of said property either by lump sum 
payment by the Plaintiff, or by a lien against the Plaintiffs real property located in Idaho. 
Alternatively, and in the event the Court determines the real property to be the separate property 
of the Plaintiff, the Defendant would allege that the community is entitled to reimbursement and 
a lien against the community reai property for the increased value of such real property 
attributable to community labor and efforts during the marriage and the payment of debts and 
charges against the real property since the parties' date of marriage from community funds. 
ANSWER - 2 
The Defendant admits $15,000 was taken, but denies it was withdrawn from a separate 
account. The Defendant further avers the money was in a community account and was used to 
pay community bills and to live on as the Plaintiff left the State of Florida without giving the 
Defendant any other means to support herself. 
7. The Defendant admits the parties acquired real property in the State of Idaho; 
however, the Defendant denies the Plaintiffs claim to a right of reimbursement for the entire 
purchase price, and reavers the statements in the preceding paragraph. 
8. Defendant denies the date of separation as being September 22,2003, and reavers 
the parties separated September 27,2004; however, the Defendant admits the community 
personal property should be divided in a fair and equitable manner. 
9. The Defendant is without knowledge of community debt incurred in the State of 
Idaho, and therefore denies the same. The Defendant avers if there is community debt in the 
State of Idaho, the Defendant cannot afford to pay these debts, and the Plaintiff is well able to 
afford the payment of said debts. The Defendant further avers this Court to order the Plaintiff to 
be held solely responsible for the debts and obligations incurred in the State of Idaho during the 
marriage, and that the Plaintiff indemnifjr and hold the Defendant wholly harmless from the 
payment of any of said debts, both temporarily and permanently. 
The Defendant further denies a judgment should be awarded in the approximate amount 
of $1 5,000. 
10. The Defendant admits the parties have irreconcilable differences and a decree of 
divorce should be granted. 
11. The Defendant denies any and all averments contained in Paragraph X. The 
Plaintiff purposely left the State of Florida to file the Complaint in the State of Idaho. As a 
ANSWER - 3 
result, the Defendant has had to retain counsel in both Florida and Idaho, and incurred 
unnecessary costs and legal fees; therefore, the Defendant further avers it would be fair and 
equitable the plaintiff be responsible for all such costs and fees suffered by the Defendant. 
WHEREFORE, Defendant prays for judgment against the Plaintiff as follows: 
1. For an order consistent with Paragraphs 1-1 1. 
2. For an absolute Decree of Divorce on the grounds of Irreconcilable Differences; 
3. For an order requiring the Plaintiff to pay the attorney's fees and costs for both 
the Plaintiff and Defendant. 
4. For such other and further relief the Court deems just and proper. 
DATED this &day of July 2005. 
Attorney for Defendant 
ANSWER - 4 
STATE OF FLORDXA ) 
) ss. 
County o f  -n ) 
SUSAN MARIE RRALY, being tirst duly sworn upon oath, deposes and says: 
I am the Dekndant in the above-entitled matter, I have read the foregokg Answer, md I 
h o w  the contents thereof and believe the same to be true to the best of my knowledge, 
information and belief. 
Defbndant 
J7- 
SUBSCRTBED and SWORN to before me this day of kly 2005. 
ic, State of Florida. 
Residing at: 
Commission expires: 
I ANSWER - 5 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY certify that on the xday of July 2005, I caused to be served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing instrument on the following by the method indicated below: 
Erik P. Smith 
807 Lakeside Avenue 




oC Fax: 208-765-91 10 
By: dTk. JG 
~ e d  K. Nixon 
Attorney at Law 
ANSWER - 6 
.37/18/20@5 26: 30 2687659110 ANDREWSSMITH 
I 
ERlK P. SMITH, ATTORNEY AT LAW 
ANDREWS & SMITH, PLLC 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d' Alene, ldaho 83814 
Tel. (208) 667-2000 
Fax (208) 765-91 10 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
SiATE OF ID.ZliO J 
C O l l N T Y  OF BONNER 
?!!?ST J(IDICIAL DIST. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, ) Case No. CV04-1789 
Plaintiff, 1 
) 
) MOTION FOR JUDGMENT ON THE 
VS . ) PLEADINGS RE: DIVORCE ON ) GROUNDS OF IRRECONCILIABLE 
) DIFFERENCES 





COMES NOW, the above-named Plaintiff, STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, by 
and through his attorney of record, ERlK P. SMITH, and pursuant to Rule 12(c) 
of the ldaho Rules of Civil Procedure hereby moves this Court to enter a 
Judgment on the Pleadings in the form of a Decree of Divorce on the Grounds of 
Irreconcilable Differences based upon the assertion in paragraph 9 of the 
Complaint for Divorce on file herein, and paragraph 10 of the Defendant's 
Answer admitting that the parties should be granted a Decree of Divorce on the 
grounds of Irreconcilable Differences. 
DATED this day of JUI~. 2005. 
MOTION FOR JUDGMENT ON THE PLEADINGS RE: DIVORCE ON GROUNDS OF 
IRRECONCILIABLE DIFFERENCES - 1 
ANDREWSSMITH 
Erik P. Smith, Attorney for Piaintiff 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certifL that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was delivered on the 
,@&day of July, 2005, to: 
[ ] mailed, with first class postage prepaid thereon: 
[ ] hand delivered: 
M f a x  to: 
Jed K. Nixon, Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 1560 





MOTION FOR JUDGMENT ON THE PLEADINGS RE: DIVORCE ON GROUNDS OF 
IRRECONCILIABLE DIFFERENCES. 2 
JED K. NIXON 
NIXON LAW OFFICE 
409 Coeur d'Alene Avenue 
P. 0. Box 1560 
Coeur d' Alene, Idaho 838 16-1 560 
Telephone: (208) 667-4655 
Facsimile: (208) 765-4702 
ISBN: 6598 
Attorney for the Defendant. 
2005 JUL 20 P 2: 5 5  
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, 1 
CASE NO.: CV-04-1789 
Plaintiff, 1 
) ORDER CLARIFYING 
v. ) JURISDICTZON 
) 
SUSAN MARIE KRALY. 1 
Defendant. 
Based upon the foregoing Motion to Dismiss having come regularly before the Court on 
June 24,2005; STANLEY KRALY, being personally present and represented by his attorney. 
ERIK P. SMITH, and the Defendant, SUSAN KRALY, appearing telephonically, and through 
her attorney, JED K. NIXON; the Court hearing evidence, testimony and arguments of counsel 
and the parties; and after reviewing the records and files herein, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED 
1. The Plaintiff filed the Amended Complaint for Divorce, and Another Summons 
on March 29,2005. Subsequently, the Defendant was served with these documents on May 11, 
ORDER CLARIFYING 
JURISDICTION 
2.  Based upon this service, the Court takes jurisdiction solely on the ves of the 
- 
the division of any and all property located in the State of Florida, 
ORDER CLARIFYING 
JURISDICTION 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the day of July 2005, a true and complete copy of the 
foregoing was served on the following as indicated below: 
Erik P. Smith 
Andrews & Smith, PLLC 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d'Aiene, ID 83814 
(208) 765-91 10-FAX 
Jed K. Nixon 
P.O. Box 1560 
Coeur d7A1ene, ID 83816-1560 
ORDER CLARIFYING 
JURISDICTION 
[ ] Hand-delivered 
[ Regular mail 
[ ] Certified mail 
[ ] Overnight mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ ] Hand-delivered 
fpf Regular mail 
[ 1 Certified mail 
[ ] Ovem'ght mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
08/10/2005 16:19 FAX 208785.1702 
JED I<. N E O N  
NIXON LAW OFFICE 
409 Coeur d'Alene Avenue 
P.O. Box 1560 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1560 
Telephone: (208) 667-4655 
Facsimile: (208) 765-4702 
ISBN: 6598 
2805 AUG 10 P 4: 2b 
Attorney for Defendant. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
SUSAN MARIE KRALY, 
CASE NO.: CV-04-1789 
OBJECTION TO MOTION FOR 
JUDGMENT ON THE PLEADINGS 
RE: DIVORCE ON GKOUNDS OF 
IRRECONCILABLE DIFFERENCES 
I Defendant. ) 
\ 
COMES NOW, Defendant, SUSAN MARIE KRALY, by and through her attorney, 
JED K. NIXON of NIXON LAW OFFICE, and objects to Plaintiff's Motion for 
Judgment on the Pleadings Re: Divorce on Grounds of Irreconcilable Differences based upon the 
following reasons: 
The Defendant believes the Plaintiff would use a partial decree of divorce to foreclose 
I 
the Defendant's claim to her share ofmaritai property located in Florida: as evidenced by the 
I Plaintiff's Florida counsel's communication to the Florida Court. Without further niling or 
I communication from the Florida Cow, the effect of a partial decree to the Plaintiffs claim in 
OBJECTION TO MOTION FOR JUDGMENT 
ON THE PLEADINGS RE: DIVORCE ON 
GROUNDS OF IRRECONCLLIABLE 
DIFFERENCES I 
08/10/2005 18:19 FAX 2087056702 
@ 0 0 3 
Florida is unknown. The Defendant requests the Court refrain from awarding a partial decree 
until the Florida Court rules M e r ,  or upon communication between the Courts in Idaho and 
Florida to ensure the ruling will not adversely affect the Defendant's property claims in Florida. 
Attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference as though fully set forth at length, 
are the following exhibits: 
Exhibit A-Letter to the Florida Judge dated July 22,2005. 
Exhibit B-Letter to the Plorida Judge dated July 27,2005. 
Exhibit C-Letter to the Florida Judge dated July 28,2005. 
Exhibit &Letter to the Florida Judge dated August 1,2005. 
Notice is given the Defendant hereby elects to produce testimony and evidence and to 
cross-examine the Plaintiff and his affiant5 and witnesses at any hewing held in this matter. 
Pursuant to Idaho Code 32-704(2), the Defendant additionally requests attorney's fees and 
cosls accrued to defend this motion. 
t h i s  d a y  of August 2005. 
Attorney for Defendant 
OBJECTlON TO MOTION FOR JUDGMENT 
ON THE PLEADINGS RE: DIVORCE ON 
GROUNDS OF lRRECONCILIABLE 
DIFFERENCES 2 
08/10/2005 16:  1 9  FAX 2087654702 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the &hay of August 2005,I caused to be served a tnte and correct 
copy of the foregoing document instrument by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
ERIK P. SMITH [ ] Regular Mail 
Attorney at Law [ ] Certified Mail 
607 Lakeside Avenue [ ] Overnight Mail 
Coeur d2Alene, ID 83814 [dl Fax: (208) 765-91 10 
[ ] Hand Delivery 
By:d , JA /- 
N ONLAW CE 
OBJECTION TO MOTION FOR JUDGMENT 
O N  THE PLEADlNGS RE: DIVORCE ON 
GROUNDS OF IRRECOKCILIABLE 
08/10/2005 18:lO FAX 2087854702 
, I 
Exhibit A Kraly v. Kraly 
CV-04-0 1 789 
08/10(2005 16 :19  FAX 2087654702 . . . .: 
Law Offices of 
.JOHN EDGAR SRERRARD, P.A. 
34 S.E. F i i  Sueet 
%!k%'C Florida 34994-3010 . BOARD CEP.TIFIPD M REAL ESTAATE LAW 
E-mail: BOARD CER'IllWD PI MNVfAL AND FAMaY LAW 
Whw4,.b0&ccnjgiadaPnmcrcnm 
Honorable ~ o b e r t  E. Belanger 
Mutin County Courthouse 
July 22,2005 
Via Hand Delivery 
Re: Susan M. W y  v. Stso R Kraly and Creole Chief, LLC :. ... : s 
Cnse No. 04-1603-DR; Martin County, Florida 
Dear Judge Belenger. 
. Please recall that on May 1 1,2005 Jeff Thomas and I presented our evidence ilnd 
' 
arguments an the Husband's Verified Motion To Disniss For Lack of Jurisdiction and 
the W~fe's Response. You wiU recall that you took the matter under advisement and 
statanent that you were going to have your staff do some research on this issue to 
derehnine if Florida should retain jurisdiction, if Idaho should have jurisdiction and if 
I you and the Idaho Judge should confer =garding this mattor. 
I am enclosing for your information a copy of the Order Clarify Jurisdiotion thst 
has been submitted to the Idaho Judge, Justin W. Jdiaa, for en&y p-t to the Motion 
To Dismiss that was head by the Idaho Court on Juna 24,2005. It is my understanding 
that the Court has taken jurisdiction in Idaho solely on ?he res of the marriage and the 
division of assets and marital prop- in rhe State of Idaho, thus leaving the Florida 
property in limbo unless a d e t d t i o n  is made regarding jurisdiction as soon as 
possible. 
I am also enclosing a wpy of the Motion For Judgmcnt on tht Plendings, the 
Notice of Hearing and thc proposad P d a l  Decree of Divorce which has been filed by 
tlic Husband's attorney in Idaho. There is apparently a h d g  scheduled on Atigust 12, 
2005 in Idaho on that Motion. It is therehe exnancly important that this Court make a 
wling on the evidence and arguments presented to the Court on May 11, 2005 a d o r  
contact h e  Judge in Idaho to confer r e g d i g  jurisdiction. The Wife's Verified Petition 
For Dissolltian of Maniage And Other Relief filed in this cause specifically provides for 
a cof]~tructive trust as to Florida property aod the Judge Idaho has specifically stated that 
he is not going to dct~rmine the issue regarding Florida property. Howevcr, if Idaho 
retains jurisdiction and Florida does not have jurisdiction, there will be no disposition of 
24 ~ b % : 9 0  SBBZ 62 -1n1 0q0@13133!3!3 : .ON xtj j  -- 8 -------- : wuw I * 
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Honorable Robert E. Belanger 
July 22,2005 
Page: 2 
the Florida property, thus creating an untenable problem regarding equitable distribution ..-. ...... 
of mariial property. " 
Please review the evidence, testimony and arguments &om thc May 11, 2005 
hearing and render your ruling as soon as possible. As Mr. Thomas and I previously 
agrcod, you axe also welcome to contact the Idaho Judge and confer regarding the 
appropriateness o f  Florida's and Idaho's jurisdiction in this matter. 
:.... 
,.,d ...* !. . :L.; ',*,% ~,~,&::  : 'a,: . . . .. .,*;).... . . . . . . . . . . .  ........... Thank you for your kind attentidit to this matter, 
JESIpaf 
enclosure 




Kraly v. Kraly 
CV-04-0 1789 
08 /10 /2065  18:19 FLS 2687654702 
; 555 Colorado Avenuc, Post O f l i ~ ~  Drawer 24 
Sru~rr. FL 369954024 
I'clcphonc: (772) 287-2600 
Facsimik: (712) 287-01 15 
' . . . . . ,; . & (  . , . , : .  . . , . . .  . . 
July 27,2005 
The Honorable Robert E. Belanger 
Martin County Courthouse 
100 East Ocean Blvd. 
Stuart, FL 34994 
, . 
Re: Kraly and Kraly 
Martin County Case No. 04-1603 DR 
Dear Judge Belanger, 
I have just received Mr. Sherrard's letter to the Court dated July 22, 2005. ~espectfully, I
submit to the.Court that the position that the Florida property will be in "limbo" unless a 
"determination is made regarding jurisdiction as soon as possible" is incorrect. If the Court I 
declines jurisdiction on the basis that a court of competent jurisdiction has already accepted I 
jurisdiction, then there has been no resolution to the Florida property issue. Therefore, it 
seems that not just any determination of jurisdiction will selve Mr. Sherrard's client; 
:.I .( ,... 
I . .  . .., , 
' , . , ::,The pcoperty~to which Mr. Sherrard makesreference is wholly owned by Creole Chief, LLC, I 
.' ., ; as an asset of the business. Accordinglyi there is nodefinitive reason wny jurisdiction must ! 
be in Florida in order to resolve any issues relating to this property. We have options to 
deal with this issue which do not require this Courf to exercise jurisdiction, thereby creating 
parallel proceedings in this state and Idaho. ,, , , 
I 
, . 
I have enclosed our Memorandum of Law regarding jurisdiction. I hope the Court finds It I 
helpful. In light of Mr. Sherrard's representation that the Court In ldaho has taken 
jurisdiction of the dissolution action, it is our hope that this Court wilt rule in the husband's 
favor on the Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Jurisdiction. 
I cc: John E .  Sherrard, Esq. (Via hand delivery) I . . ;  . .  i 
0G10b880888 : ."+, ---------g-------------- : woad - 1 bd ~ d s : 9 0  5002 6Z *Inr hl;'. 
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, 1 . ) . : , ' ,  , . . . . , .. . , 
July , ., 28, > 2005 
, . .  
The Honorable Robert E. Belanger . . - 
Martin County Courthouse 
100 East Ocean Blvd. 
Stuart, FL 34994 
Re: Kraly and Kraly 
Martin County Case No. 04-1603 DR 
Dear Judge Belanger; 
Enclosed please find copies of the Orders entered in the Kraly dissolution action in Idaho. I 
have also enclosed a copy of the previous Order, entered January 5,2005, which was 
inadvertently omitted from the Memorandum of Law you received yesterday. 
Should the Court here has rule in the Husband's favor on the Husband's Motion to Dismiss 
for Lack of ~urisdiction; there are other options for the disposition of the Florida property 
owned by Creole Chief, LLC. Should the Court rule in the Wife's favor on that motion, there 
will be parallel proceedings in the two states, with the potential for conflicting rulings (such 
as in the Siegelcase) leading t o  qontinued litigation. 
. . . , .  , 
,. ,;; <: , ' , : , . ; . 
.i.  hank you for your consideration. , . ''.. , . 
cc: John E. Sherrard. Esq., (via hand .. . delivery)(iYlenclosures) . . 
client (wlo enclosures) ' : . . 
Erik Smith. Esquire (wlo enclodures) 
08 /10 /2005  18:20 FAX 2087654702 
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Kraly v. Kraly 
cv-04-01789 
08/16:2065 18:20 FAX 2087854702 
Law Ofims of 
JOHN EDGAR SBE-, P.A. 
34 S,E. nIuI s m  
3tua1t Rorida 3499630fb' BOARD CERTIRED IN RFAL ESTATE LAW 
Enmil: ' ' BOARD CBRlTFIED IN MAKI'KN- AND FMULY LAW 
h n w J l m  ba-.- 
'Itl: (772)283-9322 
(772) 8784103 
Fox: (772) 283-292K 
. . 
August 1,2005 
- Via Hand Delivery 
+ 
Ho~rab le  Robert Belanger , . . . .  . . ,  . , , . . ,  . 
Martin County Courthouw 
Post Office Box 9016 . . . . .  . ; : ... ,.,& . .  . . . . .  . . . .  S w  FL.34995 c, . . . .  , . . . ,: . . :. - *.: . . . . .  . . . . . . . . .  . .; . . . .  . . . : .;;:;;:.j,:.. . .  '... . . . .  . . .  . . .  . . : .. .:.. .I; . .. ', '. ' . : ': :.;,::.; > ;.":$;;i3? .. 
Re: Susan M. Kraly v. It Chief, LLC 
Case No. 04-1603-DR; Martin County, Florida 
Dcar Judge Bclanger: 
Because of a recent illness that I have had and my upcoming vacation, I do not 
have appropriate time to restash and draft a Memorandum of Xaw on behalf of my clicnt 
at fhis time. I am not sure that a Memorandum of Law is nuodd because your Honor 
,.., indicated that you wodd have your att6mey do the research on this h e t o  ultimately 
! reach a decision. If you do want a responsive Memorandum of Law fiom my office, I 
,> would appreciate your notifying me and @+g me nt least until August 26,2005 to . - .  
tile the same. Xn the moantime X would Iic to briefly address the following issues raised 
by the Husband's Memorandum sdd the Ordks that were filed: 
. . . . . . . . . . . .  
1. The July 20,2005 Order Clarifyky Jurisdiction enttlod by Judge Julian in 
Idaho stated in Paragraphs 2 and 3 that the Court takes jurisdiction solely on the res of the 
. . maniage and the division of assets andlor rw5t.d property "located within rbe State of . . . . . , .: ;; ... '1 ...... .;I4,$$? wd.*~ C m . d ~ l : ~ d  ?take j&di,cti?n over issues involving we diyision of . .  :> .<+,.>,. ;.;x.<: . .."? .... 
.. any' &d 31 l b c a  ib w'~a&,df ~ F l i j ~ i d ~ .  ne ~ ~ ~ b ~ ~ d : ~ ~ & . ~ & l ~  b\k?lej-:ofth& ., . >  . . .  
stock in Creole Chief, LLC, wbich 5 th6 dqer offlie wl property located in Lhe State of 
Florida upon which the Wife hafa Lii Peiidens in this cause. Under Judge Julian's O r d q  
the Idaho Court wiU not be +&king . . ju;risdiction regarding the division of the same. 
. . , , .  :. 
2. Florida Courts bad jurisdiction over this cause before the Idaho Courts 
. based upon the Statement of Facts in the Husband's Memorandum that sl~ows that h e  
Husband filed a dissolution action in the State of Idaho in October of 2004 but did not 
serve the wife with those papers. The Wife, on the orher hand, filed her dissotution 
action in Florida and smcd the Husband with process on Novembcr 8,2004, beforc any 
mancrs were heard'by either Court. Jurisdiction is determined not simply upon filing an 
08 /10 /2005  18:20 FAX 2087654702  
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action, but upon the service of process of said action. The fslcts are u n d i s p d  that the 
Wife was not served wid the papem for tho Idaho action until May 11,2005. - 
3. The two cases in the tlusband's Memorandum are simply UCClA cases 
and do not qply. ?he + references tho fuct that Florida Court can taka 
jutisdiction when t h e  are extraord- circumstances, as in this case. Your Honor 
raceived the evicknoc aod head the hrcL aj;d ar&ncnts in rhis case on May 11,2005, . . 
, . 
, . .. .. andthe.evidence . . is clear that Florida is the appropriate jurisdictiqn, bas* upqn the:& .,, :,.,.. ::;&:, .::,'h-. : . . :. ' M,&&~ oi+hd kd the bhsfnass* ',f the Husbabd &-mria& : :r, '. '( "'."':'~,",':~*"",~,"":~~?.%b - .*.. <.:.. 
. . 
, . 
As indicated to you in the May 11,2005 h-ng &d afterward, the rnain issue 
end concern of the Wife in &is caux is. that rhe Idaho decree will not address or divide 
marital @sets in Florida, as the 7/5'br$& , , I ) ,  cl&ifyinp jwisdiction specifically statcs. 
There is a two million dollar *set: in'*& Statc"6f Florida titled in thc namc o f  Creole 
Chief, LLC, a Florida Limited Liability Coxpodon, which is also a marital asset of the 
parties. Neither of these assets will be dohidered or didbut& by Idaho if Idaho has sole 
jurisdiction 'llerefbm there will &&t be ai equhble dishjbution in the Idaho proceeding 
and the only way for an equit+Itdiil$biitioh to take place is for Florida to accept 
jurisdiction Mr. Thonnas and I +gteedon''M* 11; 2005 that you could contact Judge 
I Julia to d i i u s s  the peculiat &$& &':&is &e and to determine the bcSl and most 
I 
appropriate placa for jurisdiction inorder to have a full and equitable ddermination of all 
i d t a l  assets. I w f d  ask that y o 5  Honor =view the testimony and evidence from the 
j May 11, 2005 hearing, consider aa'y i+?tion'that the Caurt's attorney may have 
provided in its resranch and contqct :Jridge:lul~ , .,,. : . . to discuss which Court should have 
jurisdiction of this cause fw the . puq$seS . ,  , of . ,  .. complete and equitable determination . . :  ,: . .   
of all issues between the parties'.' . ' 
j,,: < i  , , ~ . , i  
2 '. . .. 
JESIpaf " . , , . , , ,  , . .  
, ,  . ;  ,., . .  
xs: Linda L. Weiksnar, Esq. 
cticnt 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
JUDGE: JUSTIN JULIAN 
REPORTER: 
CLERK: J P HOLT 
COURT MINUTES 
CASE NO. CV-2004-1789 
DATE: 8-1 2-05 TIME: 9:30 am 
TAPE: 05-8501851 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY Vs SUSAN MARIE KRALY 
Plaintiff I Petitioner Defendant I Respondent 
Atty: ERIK SMITH Atty: JED NIXON 
SUBJECT OF PROCEEDINGS MOTION FOR JDMT ON PLEADINGS 
LEGEND: J Coun (Judge) PET Petitioner DIR Direct Examination 
P Plaintiff RESP Respondent REDlR Redirect Examination 
D Defendant JUV Juvenile X Cross ExamlnaUon 
CLK Clerk JPO Juv Prob Offlcer RE-X Recross Examination 
CASE NO. DATE: Page 1 of 1 
- 
COURT MINUTES -?s- 
PHASE OF CASE 
Calls Case 
Have an order to enlarge time - past that? 
That was taken up at last hearing (moot) 
(re: Florida case) FL yet to determine jurisdiction. Don't know if FL will consider 
property if Decree entered. Not right for partial Decree. 
What if Decree had language about property. Judge (?) called me re: jurisdiction. 
Indicated his law clerk would do research for precedent in FL - not heard back. 
(re: Creole Chief business in FL) Inequity in distribution of property (possible). Don't 
want Order entered today 
You have jurisdiction over marriage. Right to have case moved along. Just another 
way to delay the case. Can't get divorced in FL. 
I think they could 
Was a Default Divorce in FL ~ 
It was set aside. 
No objection to setting for trial. We are not delaying anything. Is FL Court. We have 
not even gone through discovery. Potential for this ruling to affect FL. 
Jurisdiction for Divorce. 
Nixon raises valid concerns but not insurmountable. No absolute guarantees. FL 
Courts probably will not decline to deal with FL property. Unlikely. If come in for Trial 
and do not have decision for FL not approp. Entitled to be divorced from each other. 
Appropriate to enter Partial Decree. In Partial Decree language Paragraph 2 in 
Decree should state that it is only for marriage and Idaho assets. FL property to be 
divided by Court in FL according to FL law. 





























ERIK P. SMITH, A'TTORNEY AT LAW 
ANDRE WS & SMITH, PLLC STATi: /[j:,kfc COUNTY Oi:' BONNER 
607 Lakeside Avenue FIRST JUDICIAL D l S j ~ l ~ i  
Coeur d' Alene, ldaho 83814 
Tei. (208) 667-2000 ZOOS .4UG 17 A (0: 1 8 
Fax (208) 765-91 10 
I.S.B.N. 5008 ,i',:.f;E SCOTT 
.;?i D i S T R l  7 COUR.I. 
.. -. Lr 
Attorney for Plaintiff DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT FOR THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, ) Case No. CV04-01789 
Plaintiff, 1 
1 
VS. ) PARTIAL DECREE OF DlVORCE 
1 
) 
SUSAN MARIE KRALY, 1 
Defendant. 1 
THIS MATTER came before the above-entitled Court on August 12, 2005, 
at Q:10 a.m., Plaintiff and PIaintiffs attorney were present, Defendant and 
Defendant's attorney were present, the Court having considered the records and 
files herein, and good cause thus appearing; now, therefore, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED as follows: 
1. The bonds of matrimony heretofore existing between the parties, 
shall be, and are hereby dissolved and the Plaintiff, STANLEY 
ROBERT KRALY, shall be granted a divorce from the Defendant, 
SUSAN MARIE KRALY, upon the grounds of irreconcilable 
Differences. 
2. This ldaho Court ONLY takes jurisdiction over the parties' marriage 
itself and the division of any assets located in the State of ldaho. 
All assets located in the State of Florida should be divided in 
Florida by a Florida court of competent jurisdiction. 
ENTERED this a day of August, 2005. 
PARTIAL DECREE OF DIVORCE - 1 
TI+, 
08/16/2885 91: 13 2987659110 - -  . - -  - -- - ANDREWSSMITH 
i 
I hereby certify that on the =day of August, 2005, a true copy of the 
foregoing PARTIAL DECREE OF DIVORCE entered herein was fowarded by: 
[XI by fax to 765-9110: 
ERIK P. SMITH, Attorney at Law . . 
. ,  . : .  . 607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 . _ ( %  . . : !  " . , '  . .  . 




PARTIAL DECREE OF DIVORCE - 2 
qq 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
COURT MINUTES 
JUDGE: BARBARA A BUCHANAN CASE NO. CV-2004-1789 
REPORTER: DATE: 11-25-05 TIME: 9:00 AM 
CLERK: J P HOLT TAPE: 05-1228 
STANLEY R KRALY Vs SUSAN M KRALY 
Plaintiff I Petitioner Defendant I Respondent 
Atty: ERIK SMITH Atty: JED NIXON 
SUBJECT OF PROCEEDINGS PRETRIAL CONFERENCE & MOTION TO COMPEL 
LEGEND: J Coult (Judge) PET Petitioner DIR Direct Examination 
P Plaintiff RESP Respondent REDIR Redirect Examination 
D Defendant JUV Juvenile X Cross Examination 
CLK Clerk JPO Juv Prob Officer RE-X Recross Examination 
INDEX SPEAKER PHASE OF CASE 
1177 I J I Calls Case 
1 Present: 1 Plf wlErik Smith, Def wl Jed Nixon 
I 





Page 1 of 1 
12/15/2005 18:02 FAX 2087854702 
L 
! 
JED K. NIXON 
NIXON LAW OFFICE 
409 Coeur d'Alene Avenue 
P. 0. Box 1560 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 838 16-1 560 
Telephone: (208) 667-4655 
Facsimile: (208) 765-4702 
ISBN: 6598 
Attorney for the Defendant. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF TRE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF TRE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, 1 
1 CASE NO.: CV-04-1789 
Plaintiff, 1 
v. 
SUSAN MARIE KRALY, 
Defendant. 
1 
1 MOTION FOR 
1 CONTINUANCE 
1 
COMES NOW, the above-named Defendant, SUSAN MARIE KRALY, by and through 
her attorney ofmord, E D  K. MXON of NXON LAW OFFICE, and hereby moves this Court 
for an Order granting a continuance for the trial set for December 22,2005, at 9:30 am., in ftont 
of the Honorable Judge Julian, and for an Order the trial be rescheduled. 
This Motion is  made upon the gwunds and for the reason the Defendant's counsel bas 
another trial scheduled for December 22,2005, at 9 a.m. before the Honorable Judge Wayman. 
The trial involves the visitation and child custody of a minor child. 
Further, both parties have outstanding discovery, and the parties have only attempted one 
session of mediation. Rescheduling the trial date would allow the parties to complete discovery 
and potentially explore a settlement in further mediation. 
Motion to Continue - 1 
FlnaHy, the Court has the Estate of Lawrence J. King set as priority, and this office has 
been idomed by counsel for that matter it will proceed to trial. It would be unnecessarily costly 
for the Defendant to fly from Florida just to have her trial rescheduled. 
DATED this =hajday of December 2005. 
ed K. Nixon, Anorney for Defendant *
I HEREBY CERTIFY on the &day of -W 2005, a true and complete 
copy of the foregoing was served on the followiag as indicated below: 
Erik P. Smith 
Andrews Bc Smith, PLLC 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d' Alene, ID 83814 
(208) 765-9 1 10-FAX 
By: 
[ ] Hand-delivered 
[ ] Regularmail 
[ ] Certified mail 
[ 1 Overnight mail 
[g] Facsimile 
[ ] Interoffice Mail 
Motion to Continue - 2 
JED IC NMON 
NKON LAW OFFICE 
409 Coeur dYAlene Avenue 
P. 0. Box 1560 
Coeur d' Alene, Idaho 838 16-1560 
Telephone: (208) 6674655 
Facsimile: (208) 765-4702 
ISBN: 6598 
Attorney for the Defendant. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL MSTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN ANI) FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, ) 
1 CASE NO.: CV-04-1789 
Plaintiff, 1 
) 
v. 1 ORDER TO CONTINUE 





On the request of the Plaintiff and Defendant, by and through their attorney's of record, and 
for good cause, 
i 
I Order to Continue - 1 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the day of December 2005, I oaused to be served a true and 
correct copy o f  the foregoing by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Jed K. Nixon 
(208) 765-4702 
El& P. Smith 
(208) 765-91 10 
[ ] Hand-delivered 
[ ] Regular mail 
[ ] Certified mail 
Overnight mail 
Facsimile: 
] Interoffice Mail 
[ ] Hand-delivered 
[ ] Regular mail 
[ ] CertifEed mail 
CLERK OF THE COURT 
I 
Ord* to Continue - 2 
led K. Nixon 
NlXON LAW OFFICE 
409 Cowr d'Alene Avenue 
Post 0ffif.e Box 1560 
Coeur d'Alene. Idaho 83816.1 560 
Telephone (208) 667-4655 
Facsimile 1208) 7654702 
iedn@nixonlawoffice.com 
December 15.2005 
Honorable Judge Julian 
215 S. 1"~ve .  
Sandpin?, ID 83864 
Re: m y  v. Kraly, Case No. CV-04-1789 
Dear Judge Julian: 
Please find following a Motion and Order to continue for the above refetenced 
case. I am requesting a continuance for the trial scheduled for December 22,2005, do to 
the following: 
1. I have been informed by Clayton Anderson's Office they plan on going to 
ma1 with Estate of Lawrence J. King; therefore, bumping my clients case. It is overly 
burdensome to my client to fly from Florida to Idaho for a trial which most likely will not 
proceed. 
2. Erik Smith is unavailable until the 2 0 ~ ,  and therefore, I have not had an 
oppowity to discuss a Stipulation to Continue with him. 
3. I currently have a trial scheduled for the same time in Kootenai County 
which deals with visitation and custody issues involving a minor child. 
4. The parties recently attended mediation with Tim Van Valin. Mr. Van 
Valin indicated the possibility of the parties resolving this matter through mediation. 
Honorable Judge Ju(ian 
Page 2 
December 13,2005 
Thank you for your time and attention to this matter. 
Sincerely, 
NnrON LAW QFFICE 
JEI) K. NMON 
Attorney at Law 
JKN:dam 
Enc. 
Cc: Erik Smith 
Susan ICraly 
04/12/2006 15:lR 2987653110 
At IDQEWSSMITH PAGE 02 
ERlK P. SMITH, ATTORNEY AT LAW 
ANDREWS & SMITH, PLLC 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur dlAlene, Idaho 83814 
Tel. (208) 667-2000 
Fax (208) 765-91 10 
I.S.B.N. 5008 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT FOR THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 




) FINAL DECREE OF DIVORCE 
) 
SUSAN MARIE KRALY, 
1 
) 
Defendant. ) \ 
THIS MATTER came regularly before the above-entitled Court on March 
1. 2006 for Trial. Present were the Plaintiff, STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, and he 
was represented by his attorney, ERIK P. SMITH, the Defendant, SUSAN MARIE 
KRALY, and she was represented by her attorney, JED NIXON. The Court 
having heard received testimony, evidence and argument from each party and 
the Court being duly advised in the premises, and good cause thus appearing: 
now, therefore, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED as follows: 
FINAL DECREE OF DIVORCE - 1 
PAGE 93 
1. 
That the business known as Maritime Tug & Barge, Inc., a Florida 
corporation, shall not be adjudicated by the Court in this matter because the 
corporation is a Florida corporation and a Florida asset. 
11. 
That the business known as Creole Chief, LLC, a Florida limited liability 
company, shall not be adjudicated by the Court in this matter because the 
corporation is a Florida limited liability company and a Florida asset. 
111. 
Regarding the Plaintiffs claim for reimbursement from the Defendant for 
her appropriation of Defendant's separate property funds, the Court finds that the 
Defendant appropriated some money, that the amount of money taken by the 
Defendant was $8,162.00, and that money was the separate property of the 
Plaintiff. However, the Court shall not order any reimbursement to the Plaintiff 
because the Court finds that the Defendant spent the money on community 
obligations and her reasonable needs. 
IV. 
The various wedding gifts given to the parties shall be characterized as 
community property and shall be awarded to the Defendant at the value of 
$1,000. 
v. 
That the 2004 Ford F-350, the Navy Forklift, and the snow blower shall be 
considered to be assets titled in or acquired by Maritime Tug & Barge. Inc., a 
Florida corporation. Therefore, the Court is declining to exercise jurisdiction over 
these items in this divorce matter and is not making a determination as to their 
character. 
VI. 
Regarding the parties 2003 Ford F-150, the Court finds it is a community 
asset, and it shall be awarded to the Defendant. 
FINAL DECREE OF DIVORCE - 2 
I,, 
VII. 
The two (2) 2004 Honda A N s  shall be awarded as follows: One shall be 
considered legitimately gifted to the Plaintiff's son, and considered the son's 
asset. The Court finds the other 2004 Honda ATV is a community asset. 
However, the Plaintiff has proved by clear and convincing evidence by tracing 
that his separate funds purchased the entire asset, and the asset shall be 
awarded to the Plaintiff. 
VIII. 
The real property and any improvements located on 10521 Colburn Culver 
Road, Bonner County, State of ldaho shall be awarded to the Plaintiff as his sole 
and separate property. 
IX. 
Regarding the real property located in Bonner County, on Highway 200, 
with an address of 102 Main Street, Kootenai, Idaho, the Court finds the real 
property to be a community asset. The Plaintiff presented clear and convincing 
evidence, testimony and documentation that the source of funds used to buy this 
asset was realized from the sale of the Plaintiffs separate property. Therefore, 
the separate property claim is equal to or exceeds the current value of the asset 
and the asset is awarded to the Plaintiff as his sole and separate property. 
X. 
The real property located in Bonner County, ldaho formerly known as the 
Pacific Northwest Fuel Depot, is found by the Court to be a community asset. 
The Plaintiff proved by clear and convincing evidence that his separate property 
assets paid for the asset entirely. The real property shall be awarded to the 
Plaintiff as his sole and separate property. 
XI. 
The 1928 Chevrolet shall be confirmed as the separate personal property 
since the Plaintiff provided clear and convincing evidence as to its separate 
character. 
FlNAL DECREE OF DIVORCE - 3 
Xli. 
The Court finds that the real property located in Bonner County, Idaho 
consisting of 60 acres on Rapid Lightning Creek Road is a community asset. 
The Court further finds that the Plaintiff proved by clear, convincing, and 
undisputed evidence that the source of funds to entirely purchase the property 
was from the Plaintiff's separate property, and there was no evidence of any 
intent by the Plaintiff to gift his separate property purchase monies to the 
Defendant by the warranty deed alone. The Plaintiff successfully traced and 
proved his separate property investment in the asset in the amount of $167,500. 
The $167,500 purchase price of the real property shall be awarded to the Plaintii 
as his sole and separate property. 
Any enhanced value of the real property in excess of $167,500 
(representing the Plaintiffs separate property interest), shall be a community 
property asset and shared equally by the parties Therefore, each party shall 
hire a licensed real estate appraiser from either Kootenai, Bonner or Boundary 
counties to provide a written appraisal of the 60 acres. Each appraiser shall be 
given full access to the real property. 
The Court shall adopt the average of the two appraisals. The amount in 
excess of $167,500.00 shall be awarded one-half (112) each to the Plaintiff and 
the Defendant. Each party shall have ninety (90) days in which to accomplish 
the appraisals. 
Xill. 
The Defendant's maiden name shall be restored to SUSAN MARIE 
FINAL DECREE OF DIVORCE - 4 
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CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERYICE 
I hereby certify that on the fl day of w k 0 6 ,  a true copy of the 
foregoing, FINAL DECREE OF DIVORCE, entered herein was forwarded by the 
method indicated to: 
/$ %;::; First Class Mail. SASE to: 
ERIK P. SMITH, Attorney at Law 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Fax: 765-92 10 
JED K. NIXON, Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 1560 
Coeur dlAlene, ID 83816-1560 
Fax: 765-4702 
FINAL DECREE OF DIVORCE - 5 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
COURT MINUTES 
JUDGE: JUSTIN W JULIAN CASE NO. CV-2004-1789 
DIVISION: MAGISTRATE COURT DATE: MAR 1 2006 TIME: 9:30 AM 
CLERK: SUSANAYERLE TAPE: 06-161106-162/06-204 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY vs SUSAN MARIE KRALY 
Plaintiff 1 Petitioner Defendant 1 Respondent 
Atty: ERIK SMITH Atty: JED NlXON 




PHASE OF CASE 
Calls Case 
Present: I MR KRALY WlTH MR SMITH, MS KRALY WlTH MR NlXON 
PARTIAL DECREE ENTERED AUGUST 17'" 





MARK COURT EXHIBIT 1 
CLARIFICATION OF ASSETS - FLORIDA NOT INCLUDED HEREIN 
ONLY IDAHO ASSETS AND SECURED DEBTS 
ORDER FROM FLORIDA 
FLORIDA HAS TRIED TO HAND IT OFF - I'M NOT ACCEPTING THAT 
USE COURT 1 AS EXHIBIT 
CALL 
-I 
SUSAN AHEARN KRALY 
WOULD LIKE NAME BACK 
SUSAN MARIE AHEARN 
MARRIAGE AND SEPARATION DATES - SEPARATION DATE -ABANDONED ME 
SEPT 2004 
OBJECTION - NON RESPONSIVE 
DATE PLED SEPT 20037 
NO, SEPTEMBER 2004 
SAID HE WAS GOING TO LA 
OBJECTION, NON 
OVERRULED 































ASSETS PRIOR TO MARRIAGE 
CORPORATION OF PL PRIOR TO MARRIAGE - I WASN'T AROUND 
NOT INCORPORATED WHILE WE WERE MARRED - DIDN'T FIND OUT TIL 
AFTER 











OBJECTION - RELEVANCE 
FOUNDATIONAL 
ALRIGHT 
IMPROVED BOTH HOMES 
MR KRALY 
NON RESPONSIVE - 




THEN MS KRALY CAN CONTRADICT 
TO START OFF TRYING TO HEAD OFF ISSUES NOT RELEVANT - BIT OF 1 
BEING ASKED 
DON'T KNOW HOW TO ANSWER 
REPEATS QUESTION RE HOME IMPROVEMENT AT FLORIDA RESIDENCY 
PAINTED IT, NEW ROOF, NEW NC; PAINTED INSIDE AND OUT - I DID THAT 
NEW SINK IN BATHROOM 




UPJCU I IUIY - ~ L L L V M I Y ~ L  
BENEFIT TO COMMUNITY FROM CLOSELY HELD CORPORATION 
THEORIES VAGUE WHERE COMING FROM 
DEPOSITION AND NON-RESPONSIVENESS 
CALL IN CROSS EXAMINATION 
PUT CLIENT ON STAND. LAY OUT FACTS 
BUDGET 
OBJECTION - FLORIDA BUSINESS 
NOT RELEVANT UNTIL BEFORE COURT 
SUSTAIN OBJECTION 
DON'T HAVE TO ANSWER QUESTION 
RESUMES DIRECT 
RESUMES TESTIMONY 
REAL PROPERTY PRIOR TO MESSAGE 
ITEM 3 ON COURT'S I ?  
I T E M 4  4 1  
3237 
I I LI", I I 
SHORTLY BEFORE MARRIAGE 
CONTINUES DIRECT 
INVESTMENT PROPERTY, DIDN'T SEE PRIOR TO PURCHASE 
CAME TO IDAHO AND PURCHASED PROPERTY 
LOOKED AT SEVERAL 
DROVE BY THE 60 ACRES 
LAWSUIT RE TIMBER DISPUTE - NOT AWARE OF LAWSUIT - HIRED AN 





/ I DON'T KNOW ABOUT LOGGING 1 
GOOSE CHASE 
MY POINT OF VIEW - DISCUSSED, COURT NOT DECIDING SEPARATE ISSUES 
IN CORPORATIONS 
FLORIDA CORPORATION 
SEEMS TO ME SIMPLE - PROPERTY IN IDAHO 
COMMUNITY 50150 SPLIT 





VISITED AFTER PURCHASE 
END TAPE 06-96? 
START TAPE 06-162 
CONTINUES TESTIMONY 
CONTINUES DIRECT 
DATE: 3-1-06 Page 2 of 
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DEF PROCEEDS FOR PURCHASE OF REAL PROPERTY 











, - . . . - - . 
1 I / SUN TRUST ACCOUNT, IN NAME OF CORPORATION. STILL OPEN ACCOUNT 1 
DISCUSSION RE WHERE FUNDS CAME FROM TO PURCHASE PROPERTY 
NOT TIME TO REVIEW RECORDS 























SIGNED CHECKS PRIOR - UTILITlES, 
NOT PRODUCED IN DISCOVERY 
DON'T HAVE THEM 
RESUMES DIRECT 
KNEW WHEN CASED $15,000 THAT PL HAD FILED FOR DEF 
TOLD DEF NEEDED MONEY TO PAY BILLS 
HE WAS SENDING ME MONEY 
BILLS $5,000 -TOOK ENOUGH FOR 3 MONTHS 
DON'T KNOW IF HE SENT ME MONEY 
BELIEVE PROVIDED COPIES OF THOSE CHECKS 
NAW FORKLIFT - IN STATE OF IDAHO - SAW WHEN HERE 




STAN R KRALY 
/ ES 
I 
DIRECT OF PL 
INCORPORATED MARCH 1989 -ONGOING CONCERN SINCE 
CITES ASSETS OF CORPORATION - 
IN ADDITION BROKER - BUY AND RESELL, IN FL HAVE TO HAVE BROKER'S 
LICENSE TO SELL SOMEONE ELSE'S EQUIPMENT - WHAT WE SOLD WE 
OWNED 
1.8 MILLION GROSSED YEAR PRIOR TO MARRIAGE - 
GROSS FIGURES CONFIRMED 
MARK PL EXHIBIT 2 
COMPLETE OWNERSHIP OF LITTLE SAMMY 
BOUGHT OUT MARCH 22,2003 
OWNED PRIOR WITH SON 
OFFER PL EXHIBIT2 
OBJECTION 
RELEVANCE 
TENTATIVELY ADMIT PL EXHIBIT 2 
RESUMES DIRECT 
RESUMES TESTIMONY 
FLORIDA ASSETS NOT TO BE ADDRESSED? 
, 
CASE NO. CV-2004-1789 DATE: 3-1-06 Page 3 of 
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WELLS FARGO ACCOUNT PRIOR TO MOVING TO IDAHO 
MARK PL EXHIBIT 3 
RESUMES DIRECT 
RESUMES TESTIMONY 
WHERE FUNDS CAME FROM TO PURCHASE - SOMETHING 
MOVE TO ADMIT PL 3 
NO OBJECTION 












ADMIT PL EXHIBIT 3 
RESUMES DIRECT 
CONTINUES TESTIMONY 
FUNDS FROM SALE OF PREMARITAL FUNDS - PURCHASES FALL 1999 
SOLD AFTER MARRIAGE 
$300 K WITHDRAWAL THAT WENT INTO ID WELLS FARGO 
OBJECTION TO PL 4 
MAY l SEE 
VOlR DIRE 
RESPONDS TO QUESTIONS RE ACCOUNTS INVOLVED IN PL EXHIBIT 4 
NOT ALL ACCOUNT PRIOR TO MARRIAGE 
7712 IS INVESTMENT ACCOUNT - FORMED, DON'T KNOW EXACT DATE 
FORMED PRIOR, NO AFTER MARRIAGE - NO DURING MARRIAGE 
NO OBJECTION 
ADMIT PL EXHIBIT 4 
732 
I 













ACCOUNTS - DISPUTING ABLE TO TRACE AS SEPARATE MONIES 
EXPLAINS -GIFT 
WHAT EVIDENCE OF GIFTS ONLY HIS NAME ON ACCOUNT 
PROCEEDS TO PURCHASE REAL PROPERTY ON RAPID LIGHTENING ROAD 
QUESTION 
TESTIMONY OF WIRE TRANSFER 
IF DIDN'T COME FROM THIS SEPARATE ACCOUNT, WHERE COME FROM 
NOT DISPUTING FROM CORPORATION 
DISPUTING CHARACTERIZATION 
REALIZED SALE OF HALF MILLION FROM RESIDENCE, TOOK MONEY AND PUT 
IT INTO INVESTMENT ACCOUNT AND OTHER ACCOUNT HAVE DOCUMENTS 
FOR - EXHIBIT 4 
EVIDENCE TO CONTRADICT? 
OFF RECORD 





MARK PL EXHIBIT 6 
MARK PL EXHIBIT 7 - 
BACK ON RECORD 
CLIENT'S POSITION RE PROCEEDS PREMARITAL HOME: 
RESERVE RIGHT TO QUESTION PL AS TO WHEN SAY PREMARITAL HOME 
PROCEEDS 
HAVE EVIDENCE OF DEED DEF NAME ON 
NOT DISPUTE FUNDS USED TO PURCHASE 
QUESTIONING CHARACTERIZATION -COMMUNITY INTEREST IN PROPERTY 
ALL OF IT OR SMALLER PORTION 
FULL COMMUNITY INTEREST IN VALUE OF PROPERTY 








MOVE TO ADMIT PL EXHIBIT 5 
OBJECTION 
NO 
ADMIT PL EXHIBIT 5 
CONTINUES DIRECT 
RESUMES TESTIMONY RE PROCEEDS FROM SALES OF HOMES IN FL FOR 
MOVE TO IDAHO 
CONTRACTED FOR RAPID LIGHTENING PROPERTY -OBJECTION TO 
ASSIGNABLE CONTRACT FOR PURCHASE OF PROPERTY 
TAKE PROCEEDS FROM SALE OF MY HOME TO BUY PROPERTY 
SALE OF DEF'S HOME, TAKE EQUAL AMOUNT AND BUILD HOUSE 




DEPOSITIONS, 3 IN ONE DAY 
THERE'S BEEN NO ACTlVtTY I'VE CALLED OFFICE AND MET, CAN'T GET IT I 
EQUAL PARTNERS IN NEW HOUSE 
ROW ABOUT ASSIGNED -OFFER MADE IN MY NAME ONLY, SUBSEQUENT 
OFFER PUT IN BOTH NAMES; PUT ON THE CONTRACT ASSIGNABLE 
GIVES PL EX 6 TO PL 
CONTINUES TESTIMONY 
WELLS FARGO INVESTMENT ACCOUNT - 
STARTED SUPER MONEY MARKET ACCOUNT, TRANSFERRED $300K TO 
INVESTMENT ACCOUNT AFTER MARRIAGE 













FUNDED BY $300K DEPOSIT 
$300 FROM HIS HOUSE SALE 
YES 
MOVE TO ADMIT PL 6 
NO OBJECTION 
ADMIT PL EXHIBIT 6 
RESUMES DIRECT 
CONTINUES TESTIMONY 
MOVE TO ADMIT PL 7 
NO OBJECTION 
ADMIT PL EXHIBIT 7 
RESUMES DIRECT 
NO FUNDS CAME FROM DEF FOR PURCHASE OF REAL PROPERTY 
I PAlD DOWN PAYMENT, ERNEST MONEY - SOURCE FROM - I BELIEVE I 
CAN'T ANSWER THAT 
BELIEVE FROM INVESTMENT ACCOUNT 
CHECKING ACCOUNT, MARRIAGE, DAY TO DAY - NO I KEPT MY OWN 
SEPARATE AND SHE KEPT HER OWN SEPARATE ACCOUNTS FROM BEFORE 
MARRIAGE 
REAL PROPERTY LISTED BY DEF FOR SALE - COMPLIANCE WITH 
AGREEMENT TO SALE AND TAKE PROCEEDS TO BUILD HOUSE ON RAPID 
LIGHTENING 
NOT SOLD -WHEN LISTED ADVISED OF PRICE AND DEF UPPED IT QUITE A 
BIT AND DEMANDED IT BE LISTED AT THAT PRICE 
CONVERSATION WITH DEF RE PRICE - FELT OVERPRICED - REASONS 
SHE NEEDED MONEY, NEVER COMMUNICATED 
I KNOW FOR FACT, I WAS ANXIOUS TO GET WHOLE DEAL THRU, NEVER A 
WRITTEN OFFER MADE ON WHOLE ONE YEAR LISTED -AREA SELLING 
RAPIDLY 
NET PROCEEDS FROM ANTICIPATED PROCEEDS -SHE WOULD MATCH MY 
INVESTMENT IN RAPID LIGHTENING PROPERTY AND KEEP BALANCE 
MATCH IN CONSTRUCTION OF HOME 
BOTH CONTRIBUTE EQUALLY AFTER THAT POINT 
STAYED AT COLBURN COLBERT RESIDENCE, MARCH 2004, AROUND TlME 
PURCHASED - LOOKED AT REAL PROPERTY 
I'VE PAlD TAXES ON PROPERTY, INDEPENDENTLY, SINCE 
2002 TIMBER CRUISE, ANTICIPATED LAWSUIT - DISPUTE 
DIDN'T WALK THE 60 ACRES - TOO MUCH SNOW TO WALK 
WOULDN'T HAVE SEEN DOWNED TIMBER, SLASH PILES AT THAT TlME 
HAVE HIRED ATTORNEY RE DISPUTE DIMINUTION OF VALUE 
HIRED TODD REED, 2 YEARS AGO 
- 
OFF DEAD CENTER 
FOR ENTIRE 2 YEAR PERIOD 
CALL EVERY 2 OR 3 WEEKS OR EVERY COUPLE MONTHS 
2002 TIMBER CRUISE DIDN'T INCLUDE MORE RECENT LOGGING 
LOGGED JUST PRIOR TO PURCHASE - FINISHED MONTH PRIOR TO 





1708 ES RESUMES DIRECT 
EXPLAINS WHY NAME ALSO ON TITLE WITH CORPORATION 
2003 FORD TRUCK PURCHASED DURING MARRIAGE - BOUGHT ON CREDIT 
DEF EXCLUSIVELY 
MARK PL EXHIBIT 10 --- 
ES MOVE TO ADMIT 
CASE NO. CV-2004-1789 DATE: 3-1-06 Page 6 of 
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2004 F350 BOUGHT BY CORPORATION 
FUNDS FROM SALE OF BARGE 
MARK PL EXHIBIT 8 
REGISTRATION FOR TRUCK OWNED BY CORPORATION 
CONFIRMS 
MOVE TO ADMIT PL 8 
NO OBJECTION 
ADMIT PL EXHIBIT 8 
MARK PL EXHIBIT 9 
RESUMES DIRECT 
CONTINUES TESTIMONY RE ASSETS AND WHERE FUNDS CAME FROM 
SHIPPING OF ASSETS TO IDAHO, PAlD FOR BY CORPORATION 
MOVE TO ADMIT PL 9 
NO OBJECTION 





MY OPINION REDUCED VALUE OF PROPERTY 
PLAN ON TRYING TO PROCEED WITH LAWSUIT - 
PICKED UP FILE FROM MR REED 
HAVEN'T YET HIRED NEW ATTORNEY 
BROKER GAVE WRITTEN OPINION OF PRICE - DIDN'T KNOW OF LAWSUIT 
USED 2002 TIMBER CRUISE - NOT AWARE OF SUBSEQUENT LOGGING - FELT 
WAS SEPARATE ISSUE, WENT FROM TIMBER CRUISE 
CONTINUES DIRECT 
CONTINUES TESTIMONY 
REALIZED JOINT HOME AGREEMENT NOT GOING TO HAPPEN - GET7'lNG 
INKLINGS ALL ALONG BECAME OBVIOUS WHEN TOLD ME I HAD TO SEND 
SON TO BOARDING SCHOOL OR I COULDN'T STAY IN HER HOUSE- LATE 
SUMMER 04, JUST BEFORE HURRICANES 
CONVERSATIONS AFTER CLOSING ON RAPID LIGHTENING ABOUT GOING 
FORWARD 
I BOUGHT ITEM 11 RESIDENCE ON COLBURN CULVERT FALL 1999 
QUESTION WITNESS 
PAlD IN FULL IN 19997 
MORTGAGE 
RESUMES 
PAID TAXES AND MORTGAGES SEPARATELY 
EXPLAINS LAWSUIT THAT CORPORATION INVOLVED IN 
LOOK AT COURT'S 1 
ITEM 1 - FL 
ITEM 2, IF NOT HERE, NOT GOING TO ADDRESS 
OTHER LISTED ITEMS APPEAR RELEVANT TO THIS COURT'S JURISDICTION 
RESUME DIRECT 












MARK PL EXHIBIT 11 
CONTINUES DIRECT 
CONTINUES TESTIMONY 
OVERNIGHTED DEF $2,500 
WENT TO BANK TO MAKE DEPOSIT AND FOUND OUT NO MONEY IN 
ACCOUNT, CHECK 1059 OUT OF ORDER, 
LESS THAN $5,000 IN ACCOUNT, HAD OVERDRAFT SET UP IF OD'D MONEY 
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i t  I 





USE OF ACCOUNT BY DEF PRIOR TO $15,000 CHECK 
ACCOUNT PRIOR TO MARRIAGE 
HAD AUTHORITY ON SIGNATURE 
$15,000 TO PAY FOR CHECK CAME 
$5,000 FROM OWN PERSONAL FUNDS -THAT ACCOUNT 
$10,000 FROM INVESTMENT ACCOUNT FROM SALE OF PREMARITAL HOME 
MOVE TO ADMIT 
NO OBJECTION 
ADMIT PL EXHIBIT 11 
MARK EXHlBlT 12 
RESUMES DIRECT 












EXF -. .... ...... .. .. 
FUEL TANKS - ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES AT PROPERTY - NOT USED IN ANY 
WAY; NO OPINION AS TO VALUE 
Page 7 of 
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BARGE STORED PHILADELPHIA GARBAGE FOR YEAR PRIOR TO MARRIAGE 
DEPOSIT FROM SALE OF BARGE AND LITTLE SAMMY 
BARGE BOUGHT TO PUT SALE TOGETHER -CUSTOMER WANTED BARGE 
AND TUG 
MOVE TO ADMIT 12 
BARGE PURCHASED DURING MARRIAGE 
YES BY CORPORATION 
NO OBJECTION 
ADMIT PL EXHIBIT 12 
RESUMES DIRECT 
CONTINUES TESTIMONY 
ITEM 12 -WEDDING GIFTS - KEPT BY DEF EXCEPT 1 RETURNED THIS AM 
2004 HONDA ATVS PURCHASED, ONE FOR SON 
DECIDED MORE CONVENIENT TO HAVE OUR OWN - PAID WITH PRIVATE 
CREDIT CARD - REIMBURSED BY CORPORATION 
ONE GIFT TO SON, CHRISTMAS 2004 
PURCHASE PRICE $6,700 OR 500, MINE TICK OVER $7,000 
CURRENT VALUE, OPINION, DON'T KNOW, HALF OF THAT 
CONTINUES DIRECT 
CONTINUES TESTIMONY 
EXPLAINS WHY USED CREDIT CARD 
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES CROPPED UP -ADJOINING PROPERTY - POLE 
COMPANY ONGOING SUIT WITH ANOTHER BUSINESS, POLLUTION THAT 
LEACHED UNDER TRACKS 
I HAS TO BE RESOLVED 
I ES ( SIMILARLY SITUATED AS PL 









































MINE IS LITTLE CORNER 
MOVE TO ADMIT PL EXHIBIT 13 
NO OBJECTION 
ADMIT PL EXHIBIT 13 
CONTINUES 
PAID FOR OUT OF INVESTMENT ACCOUNT, $20K 
SALE OF HOME IN FLORIDA 
MARK PL EXHIBIT 14 
CONTINUES DIRECT 
CONTINUES TESTIMONY 
RE SUBSHOP IN KOOTENAI - FUNDS FROM INVESTMENT ACCOUNT 
UNRELATED TO 
MOVE TO ADMIT 14 
NO 
ADMIT PL EXHIBIT 14 




MARK PL EXHIBIT 15 
CONTINUES DIRECT 
REVIEWS ASSETS, PURCHASED AND SOLD 
DISCUSSION OF ASSETSIRELEVANCE 
FLORIDA AND IDAHO 
EXPLAINS DIFFICULTY IN SEPARATING FUNDS 
EXPLAINS WHERE FUNDS CAME FROM FOR INVESTMENT 
CONTINUING TESTIMONY RE ASSETS 
CORPORATION ASSETS 
DODGE CHARGE SALE, PURCHASE 1928 CHEVROLET 
PAlD $10K PUT $25 HAD 35 OR 40 K IN IT 
GOT $55K USED TO PURCHASE CHEVROLET - BAL IN INVESTMENT ACCOUNT 
DON'T OWN FURTHER 
MONTH AGO, LARRY NEW BOUGHT IT - TRADED SOME EQUIPMENT 
ANY REAL PROPERTY TITLED IN CORPORATION'S NAME? 
ALL IN MY NAME, NOT TITLED TO MARITIME 
REQUEST BREAK 
FIVE MINUTE RECESS 
OFF RECORD 
BACK ON RECORD 
ONE OR TWO MORE QUESTIONS 
IMPROVEMENTS IN CURRENT RESIDENCE EXPLAINED 
MAINTENANCE, NO ADDITIONS, ETC 
NO IMPROVEMENTS IN OTHER REAL PROPERTIES 
NO IMPROVEMENTS ON RAPID LIGHTENING 
NOTHING FURTHER 
NO GOING TO OFFER EXHIBIT 15 
CROSS 
HOME OFFICES LOCATED IN 10x12 OFFICE IN KOOTENAI USED FURNITURE 
NOT REGISTERED AS IDAHO CORPORATION - FLORIDA CORPORATION 
I PERSONALLY HAVEN'T DON'T KNOW WHAT ACCOUNTANTS HAVE DONE - 





















ATTORNEYS HAVE RECORDS 
IDAHO OFFICE SHARED - HAVEN'T SEEN PAPERS HOW KIRBY, REGISTERED 
AGENT, LISTED IT 
DON'T KNOW WHERE HOME OFFICE IS - FLORIDA -SATELLITE OFFICE HERE 
NOT REGISTERED IN IDAHO - PAY IDAHO TAXES FROM CORPORATION 
tNCOME 
DON'T KNOW IF REGISTERED AS FOREIGN CORPORATION IN IDAHO 
BUSINESS AS MARITIME TUG AND BARGE 
SOME BUSINESS AS STAN KRALY 
FULL NAME OF BUSINESS MARITIME TUG AND BARGE INCORPORATED, A 
FLORIDA CORPORATION 
TWO TENANTS IN KOOTENAI PROPERTY. SUB SHOP. KOOTENAI SHOP, 
MARITIME TUG AND BARGE - RENT 
BARBARA PORATH, USED FURNITURE $5OO/MONTH 
LEEANN PORATH, SUB SHOP PAYS $400lMONTH 
THERE WAS NO RENT WHEN BOUGHT, BOUGHT FROM THEM 
MARITIME TUG AND BARGE DOESN'T PAY ANY RENT 
OBJECTION I 
NO RENTAL AGREEMENT - 
WHAT IS FAIR RENTAL 
BUT THEY'RE NOT RENTING 
ARGUABLY RECEIVING BENEFIT TO COMMUNITY 
MARITIME AND PL ONE AND SAME 
RESTATE QUESTION 
RESUMES CROSS 
RENT WOULD BE 
- OBJECTION, - NOT RELEVANT 
POTENTIAL BENEFIT TO COMMUNITY 
ALLOW 
IN SQUARE FOOTAGE. SUBSHOP 5 TIMES BIGGER THAN MY LITTLE OFFICE 













ASSUMING 115 OF $400 
OBJECTION, ANSWERED 
ALLOW TO CLARIFY 
UNDER $1,000 RECEIVED AS STAN KRALY RECEIVED FROM RENT 
BOUGHT FED 2004 - HAVE TO REVIEW TO ANSWER ACCURATELY 
PROCEEDS FROM RENT LIVED ON 
NO OTHER INCOME FROM PROPERTY - SPENT MONEY ON REPAIRS 
END TAPE 06-162 





INTERPRETATION THEN SHE WAS RESIDENT 
THEN LATER EXPLAINED, SHE DIDN'T CHANGE DECLARATION OF DOMICILE - 
TAX BENEFIT IF OWN HOME - MAINTAINED HOME IN FL AS PRIMARY 
RESIDENCE 
SAID TO COURT SHE LIVED HERE -CHANGING MY UNDERSTANDING OF 
WHAT IT ALL MEANS 
SHE WOULD NOT MOVE UP HERE FULL TIME WITH ME, WOULDN'T CHANGE 
HOMESTEAD RIGHTS IN FLORIDA 
OBJECTION 
REMEMBER PL REFERENCING HIS OWN HOMESTEAD 
REPHRASE 
RESUMES CROSS 
NO WRITING AS TO TALES OF AGREEMENT - 
TESTIMONY NO PAPERS. NO PROOF OF DEAL WITH SUSAN 
SWEAR TO MY WORD 
PROPERTY TITLED IN - 60 ACRES, STAN AND SUSAN KRALY, WOULD HAVE 
TO REVIEW - 
103 







I PROPERTY VALUES 212,300, OVER THAT, 
SOLE SOURCE OF FUNDS, MATTER OF TIMING - MONEY IN FROM 
CORPORATION AND PREMARITAL HOME 
MARITIME MONEY - NEVER INCOME IN THAT ACCOUNT- FROM SALE OF 
ASSETS 
OFF RECORD 
BACK ON RECORD 
MR KRALY PLEASE RESUME STAND 
MR NIXON - CROSS 
DATE: 3-1-06 Page 10 of 
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DECLARATION 












FUNDS FROM SALE OF HOUSE IN FLORIDA 
RELEASE OF ZERO INTEREST IN PROPERTY 
DON'T KNOW LEGAL TERM -AT CLOSING HAD TO SIGN SOMETHING THAT 
SAID SHE HAD NO INTEREST 
AGREEMENT NO INTEREST IN EACH OTHER'S PROPERTY 
APPROACH 
DESCRIBES 
MARKED AS DEF EXHIBIT B 
WARRANTY DEED - PREMARITAL HOME - 
SAYS WARRANTY DEED - HAS 'TWO ADDRESSES 
SUSAN LISTED ON WARRANTY DEED 
SIGNED BY DEF - LOOKS LIKE HER SIGNATURE 
I GUESS RELEVANCE 
NOT DEED TO THEM 
DEED FROM THEM 
DOESN'T PURPORT TO VEST TITLE IN ANY WAY 
QUIT CLAIM FROM SOMEONE, IF TO WOULD BE RELEVANT 
SECOND, NEVER SEEN BEFORE 
REBUTTAL EVIDENCE 
IF NO INTEREST WHY WOULD SHE SIGN 
TITLE COMPANIES REQUIRE 
ADMIT DEF EXHIBIT B 
RESUMES CROSS 
CREOLE CHIEF FLORIDA PROPERTY 
I RESUMES CROSS TESTIMONY - TESTIMONY RE LAWSUIT - 60 ACRES 
ATTORNEY HIRED - I HIRED, SUSAN 
SHE ACCOMPANIED ME WHEN WE MET - I RESEARCHED WHO TO USE - 
RECOMMENDED, NO CONFLICT WITH TOMLINSON BLACK 
AGREEMENT RE LAWSUIT SIGNED - DON'T REMEMBER. DON'T REMEMBER .
WHETHER DEF SIGNED 
MAY I APPROACH 
vrc 
I LU - - .- 
DESCRIBE MARKED-DEF EXHIBIT C -I - 
A G R E E M E N T ~ W E E N  BOTH P A R - ~ ~ N D  TODD REED ? 
I TO PURSUE LITIGATION - 












ADMIT DEF'S EXHIBIT A 
CONTINUES CROSS 
DIFFERENT VALUES OF LAWSUIT; VALUES DECREASED AS TIMBER NOT 
STOLEN. OPINION HAS DETERIORATED FURTHER 
DAMAGES, WILLING TO GET $5000 FOR TROUBLE 
ESTIMATION 




RESUME3 b n v ~ o  










VALUE OF 60 ACRES - DATE OF DIVORCE - $167,000, PLUS SOME GROWTH IN 
VALUE BY LAYING, SUBTRACT TIMBER VALUE OUT 
CAN'T GUESS WITHOUT ARRIVING AT POINT 
ESTIMATE $135,000.00 VALUE 
TALKED TO BROKER, DID A COMPUTER SEARCH 
HE DIDN'T LOOK AT IT, SEE TIMBER REMOVED, SEE PROPERTY 
OBJECTION - HEARSAY 






PUT ON MARKET V WILLING TO SELL FOR IS RELEVANT 
RESUMES CROSS 
WILLING TO SELL FOR $167,000.00 
THERE IS APPRECIATED VALUE, BUT TIMBER TAKEN AWAY BRINGS IT BACK 
DOWN, BELOW WHAT I PAID FOR IT 
WOULD I ACCEPT $135K - WOULD HAVE TO GET ADVICE FOR THAT 







DON'T REMEMBER TESTIMONY FROM DEPOSITION - WHAT WANT TO DO - 
HARVEST TIMBER OFF IT IN TEN OR 15 YEARS; WANTED SUSAN TO SIGN 
DO YOU WISH TO HARVEST 
YES, IF SHE'LL SIGN 
TIMBER 
OFF RECORD 
BACK ON RECORD 
RESUMES CROSS 
ORIGINAL INTENT TO BUILD HOUSE ON IT 
CASE NO. CV-2004-1789 DATE: 3-1-06 Page 7 1 of 
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I NOWVIE , % , x v 5  L , x 2  s 
ES / OBJECTION -ASKED AND ANSWERED 
J I SUSTAINED 
i INTEREST 
, w w w , ,  , ,ON - LEGAL CONCLUSION 
HER OWNERSHIP INTEREST? 
JN 
PL 
i PAID TO HAVE IT MOVED UP HERE FIRST USE ON THE gTH OF THIS MONTH, WENT TO ROADS DEPARTMENT FOR 1 
YES 
WHATEVER IT HAS APPRECIATED, LESS TIMBER, AND ME GETTING MY 
MONEY BACK FROM THE SALE OF MY HOUSE SINCE SHE DIDN'T GO THRU 
WlTH HER END OF THE DEAL 







CONTRACT OF THIS MONTH - IT'S BEEN UP THERE GOING ON 3 WEEKS 1 
TODAY SAYING SHE DOES HAVE INTEREST 
ARE YOU SAYING SHE OWES YOU $15,000 
OBJECTION 
ARGUMENTATIVE, PLEASE MOVE ON 
RESUMES CROSS 
SNOW BLOWER. EARNING INCOME FOR SCHWEITZER - $132.001DAY 
I FEBRUARY gTH PRIOR TO AUGUST 1 7 ~ ~  AT LIPPERTS ON CUT OFF ROAD, OFF 200 
MOVED OVER TO MY BAR IT'S BEEN IN THE BARN UNTIL A MONTH AGO 













NOT ON ACCOUNT PRIOR TO 2004 
MAYIAPPROACH 
HAVE DEBIT CARD AND STATEMENT 
START WITH PAPER DOCUMENT FIRST 
DEFENSE EXHIBIT D 







GUESS IT HAD TO BE DECEMBER 05 
CONTINUES CROSS 
TESTIMONY RE FUNDS WITHDRAWN FROM 
PL'S EXHIBIT NO 11 
ACCOUNT NUMBER 1135 
SIMPLE CHECKING ACCOUNT AT WELLS FARGO ACCOUNT IN SANDPOINT I 
HAD HAD FOR YEARS; IN MARCH, 2004, SUSAN SAID TO PAY LITTLE BILLS I 
SHOULD BE ON ACCOUNT 
BALANCE ON 5-15- 
WHAT YEAR IS GOOD QUESTION 
APRIL THRU MAY 2003 
ACCOUNT STATEMENT ADDRESSED TO 
STAN RAND SUSAN KRALY 
BOTH ON ACCOUNT 
LIGHT BULB OFF 
AFTER THE WEDDING - HONEYMOON UP HERE 
JOINT ACCOUNT IN 2003 
MY CHECKING ACCOUNT ADDED SUSAN TO 
MOVE TO ADMIT DEF EXHIBIT D 
NO OBJECTION 
ADMIT DEF EXHIBIT D 
HER NAME WAS ADDED TO ACCOUNT 
HAD AUTHORIZATION TO WRITE CHECKS 
HIGH $4,000, UNDER $5,000 
OD PROTECTION APPROX $10.000 TAKEN OUT OF MY PERSONAL ACCOUNT 




OFFENDED CREDIT CARD - I NEVER AUTHORIZED 








DEF DID WORK FOR MARITIME TUG AND BARGE AT TIMES DURING 
MARRIAGE 
$800/WEEK - DON'T REMEMBER WHEN I FIRED HER - STILL MARRIED TO 




LAST DIGITS X'D OUT 
REFER TO CHECKING ACCOUNT 
DOES HAVE MY NAME ON IT 
CHECKING ACCOUNT - NOT SURE THIS IS ONE 1135 
THREE ACCOUNTS AT WELLS FARGO - CHECKING, INVESTMENT. SAVINGS 
PROBLEM AT ONE TIME 4 ACCOUNTS 
SAYS CHECKING 
DEF'S EXHIBIT F -OD ON CHECKING ACCOUNT 
ACCOUNT HISTORY SAVINGS ACCOUNT, X'D OUT ACCOUNT NUMBER 
OVERDRAFT PROTECTION $8,162.80 









BACK ON RECORD 
RESUMES CROSS 
DEF EXHIBITS E AND F 
EXHIBIT E - WELLS FARGO HISTORY 
.I 
DO THE TWO AMOUNTS ADD UP TO $15,000 EVEN 
6847.14 OD 8162.86 
THAT'S $1 5,000 







OBJECTION - LEGAL CONCLUSION 
SUSTAINED 
WITHDRAW QUESTION 
LAST I SAW OF TRUCK. TITLED IN IDAHO 
2401 
I SEWER AND WATER BILL, 
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DON'T KNOW HOW MUCH IS LEFT OWING ON THAT TRUCK 
NOTHING FURTHER 
REDIRECT 
INCOME FROM KOOTENAI PROPERTY 
EXPENSES OUT OF THAT -TAXES, INCOME TAXES 
SHORTCUT THIS - 
AS FAR AS MINIMAL COMMUNITY INCOME. UNLESS CURRENTLY EXITS, NOT 
RELEVANT 
RESUMES TESTIMONY 
OBJECTION - LEADING 
REMEMBER TESTIMONY -PROCEEDS FROM SEPARATE HOUSE, AND SALES 
TUGBOATS, ETC. MANY PURCHASES MADE 
NO INCOME INTO INVESTMENT ACCOUNTS 
I'LL MOVE ON 
2605 
2783 
. - - - . . . . . . . . . - - 
:LORJDA ALWAYS 
I REQUESTING COURT GIVE MAIDEN NAME BACK 









UPSET- HAVING SOMETHING IN SOMEONE'S NAME BESIDES HIS 
SOUGHT OUT AND LOOKED AT PROPERTY 
HAD INPUT AS TO SPECIFIC PIECE OF PROPERTY BOUGHT 
NO AGREEMENT AS TO SELLING BOTH HOUSES 
MY UNDERSTANDING -SINCE MARRIED AND WORKING TOGETHER, TAKING 
CARE OF TWO HOMES AND CHILDREN, WORKING IN HIS COMPANY - 
MARRIED FOREVER - PART OF US GOING FORWARD WlTH OUR FUTURE 
DID NOT TALK TO ME WHERE MONEY WAS COMING FROM 
PROPERTY TO BE IN BOTH NAMES AS HUSBAND AND WIFE 
NOT RECEIVING INCOME, PERFORMING SERVICES -ASSISTING WlTH 
BUYING AND SELLING - EXPLAINS WORK PERFORMED FOR CORPORATION - 
SIGN WARRANTY DEED -TITLE COMPANY REQUIRED 
ONLY ONE ON TITLE PRIOR TO CLOSING 
TOOK TIMBER INTO CONSIDERATION -RELIED ON IMMEDIATE TIMBER 
HARVEST 
SNOW BLOWER - HAVEN'T RECEIVED MONEY - WILL BE INVOICED END OF 
MONTH 
NEVER WORKED WITHOUT BEING COMPENSATED 
RECROSS 
I BUY AND SELL ON MY OWN VOLITION -SUSAN WAS ALONG AND DID SIGN 
BUT I MADE DECISION TO BUY 
HOME PROPERTY OR INVESTMENT - 
IDEATO BUY PROPERTY TO BUILD HOME - INVESTMENT VALUE AT SAME 
TIME - YIELD SELL TIMBER DEFRAY SOME OF COST FROM BUYING 
HAS INVESTMENT POTENTIAL TODAY 
BOUGHT AND SOLD ASSETS IN YOUR NAME OR CORPORATION, WHY IS THIS 
IN BOTH NAMES 
FAIR ENOUGH 
THE WHOLE TIME - I'M A TUG BOAT CAPTAIN - NOT BUSINESS MAN, 
FORESIGHT TO HIRE ATTORNEYS AND ACCOUNTANTS TO ADVISE ME; THEY 
ADVISED ME TO KEEP THINGS SEPARATE 
FOR MY HOME, FAMILY 
EQUAL INVESTMENT - PROPERTY AND HOUSE - PROPERTY FOR MY FAMILY 
TO LIVE ON 
SWEARS SUSAN KRALY - DEF 
SUSAN AHEARN KRALY 




1 NEVER RESIDED IN IDAHO 
I WORKED FOR STAN DURING MARRIAGE - MARITIME CORPORATION 
ASSISTED WlTH CREOLE CHIEF - PURCHASED UNDER MARITIME 
60 ACRE PARCEL 
PURPOSE OF PROPERTY - MOVING FORWARD AS MARRIED COUPLE - OUR 
FUTURE TOGETHER 
MADE OFFER AND PURCHASE IN BOTH OF OUR NAMES 
1 POTENTIAL REGRETS FROM STAN AFTERWARDS - HE SEEMED TO BE 
CASE NO. CV-2004-1789 DATE: 3-1-06 
- 







OBJECTION - NON RESPONSIVE 
STATE YOUR NEXT QUESTION 
WORKING FOR COMPANY PRIOR TO MARRIAGE 
UNTIL STAN LEFT AFTER HURRICANE, SEPTEMBER 2004 -NO JOB LEFT 
SEPT 27 HE LEFT FLORIDA, SAYING GOING TO LOUISIANA - 2004 
I KEEP DATE PLANNERS, HE LEFT THAT AFTERNOON AROUND 3:00 
WENT TO LOUISIANA ACCORDING TO CREDIT 
OBJECTION - FOUNDATION 
OVERRULED 
CONTINUES 
ARRIVED HERE IN IDAHO ULTIMATELY FROM CREDIT CARD STATEMENTS, 
ETC. 
DIRECT 
HE SENT ME MONEY AFTER HE LEFT TO GO TO BILLS 
ONLY IN OCTOBER 2004 
MONEY STOPPED COMING 
A LOT OF BILLS HE LEFT, I TOOK MONEY OUT OF CHECKING ACCOUNT 
DIDN'T LEAVE MONEY 
STILL DOING WORK FOR MARITIME TUG AND BARGE 
WORKING OUT OF HOME 
$15,000 -PAID BILLS, ALL SPENT 
































HAD TO GET A JOB 
RESUMES DIRECT 
MET WITH TODD REED, HELPED PICK HIM 
GOING TO SHARE PROCEEDS OF LAWSUIT - HAVE TRIED TO CONTACT MR 
REED - NO RESULT, HE'S NEVER CALLED ME BACK 
TRUCK - MY TRUCK - IN FLORIDA, TITLED IN IDAHO 
USING DAY TO DAY, ONLY VEHICLE 
$8,600 BALANCE, APPROX AND BAL 8117105 - 
$960 OOIMONTH 
MAKING PAYMENTS SINCE STAN LEFT 
HE SAID I COULD TURN IT BACK IN HE DIDN'T GIVE A DAMN ABOUT CREDIT 
DON'T SPECIFICALLY KNOW WHERE FUNDS WENT ($15.000) 
TOLD HIM I TOOK THE MONEY AND WHY WHEN HE CALLED ME AND HE SAID 
HE UNDERSTOOD 
IT'S FAIR TO SAY I'M UPSET - MOSTLY FEEL SORRY 
OBJECTION - RELEVANCE 
END TAPE 06-203 




ASKED FOR FEES 
STRAIN ON DAUGHTER AND MYSELF. TWO COURTS, TWO STATES 
NO INCOME WHEN HE LEFT 
TRAVELED HERE TWICE - $2,500 IN NOV 
THIS TIME $1,200 
AIRFARE BETWEEN 6 AND 7 HUNDRED, FURTHER COSTS EXPLAINED 
NO INCOME WHEN I'M GONE 
NOT EASILY BORN BY ME OR MY DAUGHTER 
3 TIMES UP HERE 
OBJECTION 
LIMIT YOUR ANSWER TO QUESTION - HALF OF ASSETS 
RESPONDS 
CROSS 




INTEREST IN THAT PROPERTY 
MAY I SAY SOMETHING 
J L 1 
CASE NO CV-2004-1789 
I'M GOING TO ALLOW HER TO SAY HER PIECE 
DATE 3-1-06 Page 15 of 
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. . -, . . - - . . . . 
ITEM 4 - $15,000 TAKEN FROM SEP PROPERTY ACCOUNT : NOT ACCURATE 
DESCRIPTION - DEF'S EXHIBIT'S E AND F 
COMMUNITY MONEY IN THAT CHECKING ACCOUNT - DEF DID TAKE 
DID TAKE $8,162. CHANGE WHICH WAS PL'S FUND 
TO EXTENT ANY CLAIM OF REIMBURSEMENT, LIMITED TO $6,162 - IS 
SEPARATE MONEY 
NOT GOING TO AWARD CLAIM ON THAT AMOUNT - 
UNDER CIRCUMSTANCES - COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF DEF LEFT WlTH 
OBLIGATIONS, HOUSEHOLD, COMMUNITY - AMOUNT OF MONEY PROVIDED 
NOT SUFFICIENT 
LAW IN IDAHO SPOUSES OWE OBLIGATION OF MUTUAL SUPPORT - BEYOND 
COMMUNITY PROPERTY - NO INDICATION SQUANDERED - NOT GOING TO 
GRANT LIEN OR REIMBURSEMENT 
ITEM 5 -WEDDING GIFTS - LITTLE TESTIMONY -AWARD TO MS KRALY OF 
$1,000.00 -QUILT NO LONGER AN ISSUE 
ITEM 7 - FORD f350 - ITEM 14 AND ITEM 15 -SAME CATEGORY 
ACQUIRED BY CORPORATION -LOCATED IN IDAHO - CONSIDER THEM PART 
OF THE COMPANY - NOT CONSIDER PART OF THE DIVORCE 
TO EXTENT MS KRALY HAS LEGITIMATE CLAIM AGAINST CORPORATION - 
NOT GOING TO PIECEMEAL OUT - CORPORATION - EVEN THOUGH OWNED 
DATE: 3-1-06 Page 16 of 
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RESUME STAND, STILL UNDER OATH 
REBUTTAL 
ABOUT A MONTH MARITIME BARGE AT RESIDENCE - 
OPERATED OUT OF THERE UNTIL FIND ANOTHER OFFICE - REGISTERED 
AGENT NOT CHANGED WlTH SECRETARY OF STATE 
WAS CHANGED 
PAID MORTGAGE ON THAT HOME 
ROOF TO BE REPLACED - $8,000 SOME DOLLARS 
CITES REPAIRS, ETC -TO PREPARE TO SELL, PAINTED INSIDE AND OUT - I 
PAID FOR IT ALL 
OBJECT IDAHO PROCEEDINGS 
SUSTAINED 
RESUMES REBUTTAL 
NEVER TOLD MS KRALY GIFTED RAPID LIGHTENING 
DISMISSES PL 
RECESS UNTIL 3 30 
OFF RECORD 
BACK ON 
MR SMITH. CLOSING ARGUMENT 
CLOSING ARGUMENT 
CONTINUES CLOSING ARGUMENT 
CLOSING ARGUMENT 
CONTINUES CLOSING ARGUMENT 
OFF RECORD 
BACK ON RECORD 
DECISION 
COURT'S EXHIBIT 1 - 
ITEM 1 NOT HERE TO VALUE - ADJ 
ITEM 2 SAME 
ITFM 3 -SKIP 
ENTIRELY IS STILL SEPARATE LEGAL ENTITY IN EYES OF LAW - 
ADVANTAGES AND LIABILITIES - CAN'T HAVE ONE WAY IN ONE SITUATION 
AND THEN LOOKED AT DIFFERENTLY IN ANOTHER SITUATION 
NOT GOING TO SAY THEY ARE YOURS - PL - 
ITEM 8 - F150 - COMMUNITY ASSET - NOT MAKING CLAlM HE WANTS THlS 
TRUCK - IF KNEW VALUE - TO KNOW EQUITY - TWO ESTIMATES AS TO 
MONTHLY PAYMENTS - I DON'T KNOW ANYTHING ABOUT TRUCK - FMV 
I CAN NOT MAKE DETERMINATION AS TO COMMUNITY EQUITY 
AWARD TO MS KRALY - BECAUSE OF FAILURE OF EVIDENCE, CAN'T SAY PL 
ENTITLED TO HALF OF EQUITY 
ITEM 9 AND 10 - A N  - LAW IN NUTSHELL - COMMUNITY PROPERTY - 
TECHNICALLY SEPARATE PROPERTY - ONE GIFTED TO SON - NOT 
DISPUTED OR INAPPROPRIATE, SHAM GIFT, ETC 
CONTINUES 
PARTIES CAN MAKE REASONABLE GIFTS 
ITEM 10 - NOT AN ISSUE - DOESN'T EXIT 
ITEM 9 - ASSET - COMMUNITY ASSET - PARTY THAT CAN TRACE PURCHASE 
FUNDS CAN ASSERT CLAlM - UNREBUTTED PL TOOK FUNDS FROM 
SEPARATE PROPERTY 
FIND ENTIRE VALUE HAS BEEN PROVEN TO BE TRACED 
CLARIFY 
ITEM 9 - A N  MR KRALY HAS 









SEPARATE CLAlM CONSUMES ASSETS 
RESIDENCE COLBURN CULVERT RD - PL SEPARATE PROPERTY 
NO CLAlM PROVED UP RE COMMUNITY PROPERTY INTEREST 
ITEM 12 - COMMUNITY ASSET - ACQUIRED DURING MARRIAGE 
EVIDENCE SHOWS CLEARLY THAT RESULT OF 
EXTENSIVE DOCUMENTATION - BANK, SETTLEMENT STATEMENTS, 
PURCHASE MONEY REALIZED BY COMBINATION OF SALE OF HOME OWNED 
PRIOR TO MARRIAGE, IN ADDITION TO SALE OF COMPANY ASSETS 
KEPT IN SEPARATE ACCOUNTS, UTILIZED TO PURCHASE REAL PROPERTY 
NO EVIDENCE COMMUNITY FUNDING THAT COULD HAVE BEEN UTILIZED FOR 
THlS PURCHASE 
HIS SEPARATE CLAlM - EQUAL TO CURRENT VALUE 
AWARDED TO MR KRALY 
ITEM 13 - FUEL DEPOT- ACQUIRED DURING MARRIAGE - COMMUNITY 
ASSET- EVIDENCE UNREBUTTED ONLY SOURCE OF FUNDING WAS PL 
SEPARATE FUNDS. NOT WORTH WHAT WAS PAID APPARENTLY, AWARDED 
TO PL 
ITEMS 15 AND 16 COVERED 
ITEM 17 - DATE OF PURCHASE COMMUNITY ASSET - DODGE CHARGER 
SOLD REALIZED $55,000, PUT INTO SEPARATE ACCOUNTS, UNREBUTTED 
PURCHASED 1928 CHEVROLET 
CLAlM TRACED TO THAT ASSET - NO COMMUNITY ASSET 
REAL PROPERTY IN BONNER COUNTY - 60 ACRES RAPID LIGHTENING 
CREEK 
ITEM 3 - 
UNLIKE EVERYTHING ELSE, NEVER TRANSFERRED, THlS ONE IS DEEDED IN 
BOTH PARTIES NAME - DOESN'T ANSWER QUESTION UNDER LAW 
COMMUNITY PROPERTY -DURING MARRIAGE - ISSUES ARE 
UNDISPUTED BY EVIDENCE - SOURCE OF FUNDING - CLEARLY FROM MR 
KRALY'S REALIZATION OF PROCEEDS OF OVER HALF A MILLION DOLLAR 
FOR SALE OF FLORIDA HOME - EXHIBIT 3 
PROPERTY BOUGHT WITH SEPARATE MONEY - HAVE CLAlM 
PRESUMPTIVELY - ARGUMENT - TAKING PROPERTY IN BOTH PARTIES 
NAMES CONVERTED SEPARATE MONEY TO COMMUNITY - 
DATE. 3-1-06 Page 17 of 
IN SUPPORT OF THAT -ARGUMENT - OTHER ASSETS NOT IN PL'S NAME - 
INTENDED GlFT 
ARGUMENT NOT PROOF OF GIFT, HAD EXPRESS VERBAL ARRANGEMENT - 
BUILD HOUSE - EQUAL AMOUNT OF SEPARATE PROCEEDS 
DEF DENIES SUCH AN AGREEMENT, HOWEVER, WHY BELIEVE GlFT - NEVER 
ANYTHING IN EVIDENCE OTHER THAN SUBJECTIVE BELIEF 
NOTHING TESTIFIED AS TO SAYING OF ANYTHING 
LOOKING AT WHOLE - FlND WAS NOT INTENT TO GlFT SEPARATE 
PURCHASE MONIES BY DEED 
TAKE DEED IN BOTH NAMES, THERE'S A GlFT - WOULD DESTROY ABILITY OF 
SPOUSES TO TRACE SEPARATE PROPERTY CLAIM 
NOT STATE OF LAW TO ASSUME GlFT 
PROTECT INVESTMENTS - EVIDENCE OF GlFT MUST BE CONVINCING 
NOT DEED, OR EXPECTATION OF ONE PARTY 
SOMETHING OBJECTIVE, NOT SUBJECTIVE - NOTHING IN RECORD THAT 
COULD HAVE BEEN REASONABLY INTERPRETED AS SPECIFIC INTENT TO 
GlFT 
FlND COMMUNITY ASSET, MR KRALY HAS TRACED BY CLEAR AND 
CONVINCING EVIDENCE PURCHASED FROM PRIOR OWNED ASSETS 
QUESTION NOW BECOMES $168,000 PAID, WHAT TO DO IF MORE EQUITY 
BEYOND THAT - COMMUNITY ASSET - DOESN'T MEAN HE OWNS IT ALL, 
VALUE BEYOND $168 PAID 
EQUITABLY DIVIDED BY PARTY 
RECESS TO DISCUSS RESOLUTION - PROPERTY WAY TO ADDRESS ISSUE 
ONE THOUGHT - CAN MAKE RULING - DEF GIVEN REASONABLE AMOUNT OF 
TIME TO FlND BUYER, THEN PROPERTY SOLD. OR PL NEEDS TO OUTBID 
QUANTIFY COMMUNITY EQUITY 
OR SOMETHING ALONG THOSE LINES 
1878 
1879 
LEAVING IN HANDS OF PL - ONE PROBLEM 








EITHER PARTY GIVE ARGUMENT 
REQUEST ARGUMENT 
CONCERN - LAWSUIT - STATUTE IS TICKING AS TO WHETHER GOING TO BE 
FILED - MR KRALY WHO HAS GREATER INTEREST - INDICATIONS TO 
PURSUE - EFFORTS TO PUT ON MARKET - SUIT CLOUD TITLE 
. .- 
SELECT APPRAISER, MUTUAL APPRAISER - HALF DIFFERENCE 







HAVE ONE APPRAISAL, NOW SAYING 
HE'S A REALTOR 
DON'T KNOW IF WANT TO STICK BY THAT OR WHAT 
PROBLEM WE HAVE 
2050 





POTENTIAL MONEYIN LAWSUIT - ONLY $5.000 -WHY PURSUE, STRUGGLE 
TO SEE WHY THAT WOULD BE PURSUED - LAWSUIT TROUBLESOME THING - 
TO GlVE PL SOLE CONTROL 
DON'T KNOW THAT MR KRALY HAS SOLE CONTROL 
SHE COULD PURSUE TORT FEASOR AS WELL 
WE'LL BE RIGHT BACK HERE IN A COUPLE MONTHS 
FAIRLY AND EQUITABLY DETERMINE VALUE OF PROPERTY, GET APPRAISAL 
DEF AWARDED COMMUNITY INTEREST ABOVE PURCHASE AMOUNT 
DIFFICULT, NO OPINION 
WILL BE CLOUD ON TITLE - LEARNED OF LAWSUIT MOSTLY TODAY 
THERE ARE FAIR WAYS OF DOING 
DEF OPTION OF FINDING BUYER WITHIN 5 OR 6 MONTHS; THAT IS FRAUGHT 
WlTH ISSUE -SOME WlTH LAWSUIT, OTHER ISSUES, SHE'S IN FLORIDA 
ADVANTAGE WlTH REALTORS - PROBLEM OF REALTOR'S COMMISSION EAT 
UP EQUITY, NOTHING TO DIVIDE UP 
NOT PERFECT SOLUTION -EQUITABLE ONE IS GOING TO BE 
EACH PARTY WILL BE ENTITLED TO RETAIN LICENSED IDAHO REAL ESTATE 
APPRAISER, OFFICE IN EITHER KOOTENAI, BONNER, BOUNDARY COUNTIES 
EACH PARTY PAY OWN APPRAISER. FULL ACCESS TO PROPERTY AND FULL 
INFORMATION - 
HAS TO BE APPRAISED AS IT IS, NOTHING TO DO ABOUT TREES THAT 
AREN'T THERE 
COURT WlLL ADOPT AVERAGE OF THOSE APPRAISALS 
TO EXTENT EXCEED, THAT AMOUNT WlLL BE PAID TO DEF FOR COMMUNITY 
INTEREST IN PROPERTY. 
TIME FRAME - APPRAISERS -WITHIN 90 DAYS OF ENTRY OF DECREE 
90 DAYS IS PUSHING IT IN KOOTENAI COUNTY 
DON'T WANT EITHER PARTY DRAGGING FEET 
QUIT CLAIM DEED FROM DEF TO PL IF AVERAGE VALUE COMES BACK LESS 
I 
CASE NO. CV-2004-1769 
2290 






THAN SEPARATE PROPERTY VALUE THERE IS NO COMMUNITY INTEREST 
MR SMITH PREPARE FIRST DRAFT 
ITEM 7, ITEM 14, ITEM 15 CORPORATE OWNED ASSETS 
MR NIXSON PREPARE SHORT ORDER FOR NAME CHANGE 
LEAVE TO PARTIES 
END 
ERIK P. SMITH, ATTORNEY AT LAW 
ANDREWS & SMITH, PLLC 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d7Alene, ID 83814 
Telephone: (208) 667-2000 
Facsimile: (208) 765-91 10 
ISBN: 5008 
Attorney for PlaintifflAppellant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, 
PlaintifflAppellant, 
VS . 
SUSAN MARIE KRALY, 
Case No. CV04-01789 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
DefendanffRespondent. I 
Fee Category: R-I (c) 
Fee: $47.00 
TO: The above-named DefendanffRespondent, SUSAN MARIE KRALY, by and through 
your attorney, Jed K. Nixon, P.O. Box 1560, Coeur dlAlene, ID 83816; and CLERK OF 
THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT; 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above-named PlaintifflAppellant, STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, appeals 
against the above-named DefendanffRespondent, SUSAN MARIE KRALY, to the District 
Court of the First Judicial District of the State of Idaho in and for the County of Bonnerfrom 
the Magistrate's Division of said court. 
2. Appeal is hereby taken from the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law found 
in the Final Decree of Divorce entered the 14th day of April, 2006. 
NOTICE OF APPEAL - 1 
3. This appeal is taken upon both matters of law and matters of fact. 
4. The testimony and proceedings of the original trial were recordedlreported and 
are presently in the possession of the Clerk of the Court of the First Judicial District of the 
State of Idaho in and for the County of Bonner. 
5. A statement of the issues on appeal which the Appellant intends to assert in the 
appeal includes the finding of fact and conclusion of law characterizing real property as 
community property instead of the Plaintiffs separate property. 
6. A transcript and estimated cost is hereby requested by the Appellant and 
Appellant will tender the estimated fee for the transcript preparation. 
DATED this day of May, 2006. 
ERIK P. SMITH, ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was: 
[ I  mailed postage prepaid thereon 
[ I  hand-delivered 
[$,faxed: 
on this aday of May, 2006, to: 
Jed K. Nixon, Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 1560 




NOTICE OF APPEAL - 2 
SJi1JE OF  IT):[/^ ,!*, 
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JED K. NIXON 
NIXON LAW OFFICE 
409 Coeur d'Alene Avenue 
P. 0. Box 1560 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83816-1560 
Telephone: (208) 667-4655 
Facsimile: (208) 765-4702 
ISBN: 6598 
Attorney for the Defendant/Cross-Appellant. 
IN THE DISTRICT COLJFtT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO. IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, 1 
) CASE NO.: CV-04-01789 
PlaintiWAppellant, 1 
Cross-Respondent, 1 
VS. ) NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL 
) 
SUSAN MARIE KRALY, 1 CATEGORY: R-2 
) Category Fee: % 72.00 
DefendantJRespondent ) 
Cross-Appellant. ) 
TO: THE ABOVE NAMED CROSS-RESPONDENT, STANLEY ROBERT KRALY 
AND THE PARTY'S ATTORNEY, ERIC P. SMITH, OF ANDREWS & SMITH, PLLC, 607 
LAKESIDE AVENUE, COEUR D'ALENE, IDAHO 83814, AND THE CLERK OF BONNER 
COUNTY, 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above named Cross-Appellant, SUSAN MARIE KRALY, appeals against the 
above named Cross-Respondent, STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, to the District Court of the First 
Judicial District of the State of Idaho in and for the County of Bonner from the Magistrate's Division 
of said Court. 
NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL - 1 - 
2. Cross-Appeal is hereby taken fiom the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 
found in the Final Decree of Divorce entered the 14th day of ApriI, 2006. 
3. This Cross-Appeal is taken upon both matters of law and matters of fact. 
4. The testimony and proceedings of the original trial were recordedtreported and are 
presently in the possessing of the Clerk of the Court of the First Judicial District of the State of Idaho 
in and for the County of Bonner. 
5. A statement of the issues on cross-appeal which the Cross-Appellant intends to assert 
in the Cross-Appeal includes the finding of fact and conclusion of law stating Cross-Respondent is 
entitled to reimbursement of the $167,000.00 purchase price of the Rapid Lightening Creek Road 
property. Cross-Appellant intends to assert a full community interest to said property. 
6. A transcript and estimated cost has been requested by the PlaintifE?Appellmt/Cross- 
Respondent and same will tender the estimated fee for the transcription preparation as stated in the 
Notice of Appeal filed on Mgy 10,2006. 
DATED this day of May, 2006. 
n . 
Attorney for DefendantBespondent/ 
Cross-Appellant. 
NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL - 2 - 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
hi 1 On this a-4 day of May, 2006, I hereby certify a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
document was delivered to and by the method addressed below to: 
ERIC SMITH [a] Facsimile: (208) 765-91 10 
Attorney at Law [ ] Regular mail 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Facsimile: (208) 765-91 I0 
NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL - 3 - 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
COURT MINUTES 
JUDGE: ST EVE VERBY CASE NO. CV-04-1789 
REPORTER: VAL LARSON DATE: 08/22/07 TIME: 3:30 PM 
CLERK: SANDRA RASOR CD: 07-01 5 
DIVISION: DISTRICT 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY vs SUSAN MARIE AHEARN 
- 
Plaintiff / Petitioner Defendant I Respondent 
Atty: ERIK P. SMITH Atty: JED K. NlXON 
SUBJECT OF PROCEEDINGS ORAL ARGUMENT ON APPEAL 
CHARGE 
INDEX SPEAKER PHASE OF CASE 
1 330 I J / Calls Case 
' -resent: I -., .,-.. .,..,. ..-a. --,,..,.-a, 
EADY TO PI 
, "  , , . .V1--I 
I ES I BRIEFLY TALK ABOUT ISSUE IN A DIFFERENT WAY. LITIGATED WlTH 4 DIFF I 




I I PRESUMING IT TO BE SEPARATE 
I ES I IS AN ERROR OF LAW. 135 ID 388 (CITES CODE) MAGISTRATES I AM TALKING 
R- .- . . - . .?OCEED 7. 
YES YOUR HONOR 
DRnCFFn 
J 
1 1 1 CITED. THE DEED CANNOT BE CONTROLLING IN IDAHO CANNOT SUPERSEDE 1 ABOUT ARE ALL LEARNED, THIS IS COMPLICATED, CARGILL vs HANCOCK 
JUDGES AND 4 DIFFERENT OUTCOMES, NONE HAVE BEEN APPEALED, 
COMING UP MORE DUE TO AN OVERZEALOUSNESS OF TITLE COMPANIES, 6C 
PAGES OF DOCS TO SIGN AND DEEDS ARE SIGNED, QUIT CLAIM DEEDS 
HAVE BEEN JUDGED ENOUGH EVIDENCE TO PROVIDE AS A GIFT. ONLY 
EVIDENCE NEEDED TO SHOWA GIFT BUT THAT IS NOT TRUE, MANY TIMES 
SIGNED TO PAY OFF CREDIT CARD ETC, NOT NECESSARILY DEEDING TO 
THE SPOUSE AS GIFT, HAVE TO GO THROUGH ANALYSIS, AGREEMENT ETC 
A LOT OF VARIABLES, IN THIS CASE RECEIVED DEED FROM THIRD PARTY 
GRANTOR, JUST SAYS HUSBAND AND WIFE ON IT, EXAMPLE IF DEED SAID 
FROM GRANTOR TO HUSBAND STILL COMMUNITY PROPERTY, PROBLEM 
WlTH MAGISTRATES ANALYSIS IS THIS, WHEN DATE OF MARRIAGE, WHEN 
PURCHASED IF PURCHASED AFTER MARRIAGE THEN COMMUNITY 
PROPERTY BUT THAT IS NOT THE ANALYSIS, PRESUMPTION CAN AND WAS 
OVERCOME GO TO INCEPTION OF TITLE, SOURCE OF FUNDS TO PURCHASE 
PROPERTY AT THAT MOMENT, NO EVIDENCE OF INTENT BY HIM TO GIVE 
THE PROPERTY BY WARRANTY OF DEED ALONE, DID NOT DO 
REIMBURSEMENT ANALYSIS (CITES WHAT MAGISTRATE SAID) 60 ACRES ON 
RAPID LIGHTNING CREEK THEORY I HAVE DEDUCED FROM RESPONDENT IS 
THAT IT WAS A GIFT, VERY LITTLE EVIDENCE OR TESTIMONY REGARDING A 
GIFT, PARTY NEEDS TO PROVE THAT IT WAS A GIFT, STATUTE 32-903, NO 
ISSUE OF COMMINGLING WAS RAISED, HE HAD MONEY THAT STARTED AS 
HIS MONEY ONLY AND WAS USED TO PURCHASE REAL ESTATE, 
HEARING YOU SAY THAT THE MAGISTRATE PRESIDING THE CASE MADE AN 
ERROR OF LAW BY PRESUMING TRANSMUTATION RATHER THAN 
CASE NO. CV-04-1789 DATE: 08/22/07 Page 1 of 3 
I CODE; (CITES COMMUNITY PROPERTY ORIGIN) YOU WOULD HAVE TO PROVE AN APPRECIATION, NATURALLY OR THROUGH COMMUNITY 
EFFORTS, (CITES MAGISTRATES REMARKS) DOCUMENT ITSELF DOES NOT 
CONTROL IN THIS STATE, ERRED IN NOT ACCEPTING PROPERTY DOCTRINE, 
NEED TO LOOK AT THE SOURCE OF THE FUNDS, AS AN ASIDE- IF AN 
UNSUSPECTING SPOUSE WALKS IN AND HAS TITLE CO OR BANK SIGN A 
DOCUMENT THAT WAS LATER ENFORCED THAT SHE GAVE UP HALF AN 
INTEREST IN AN ENTIRE ESTATE, WE KNOW THAT PEOPLE DON'T INTEND 
THAT, 
I AGREE NOT GOING TO REARGUE MY BRIEF, JUST HIT THE HIGH POINTS 
HERE, AN AREA THAT PERHAPS CLARIFIES THE WATERS RATHER THAN 
MUDDY, DO HAVE BUTTING OF HEADS WlTH CASES, GOING TO BE AN ISSUE 
THE COURTS HAVE TO AGREE WITH. I THINK HALL IS CLEARLY ON POINT, 
NEED TO START WlTH HALL, THAT IS WHY WE HAVE APPELLATE LAW, DEED 
IS UNAMBIGUOUS, ALMOST WORD FOR WORD MATCHES HALL CASE, IF WE 
WERE TO VIEW DIFFERENTLY WHY HAVE THE DOCUMENTS, IF NOT 
HUSBAND AND WIFE WOULD BE JOINT TENANTS. JUST BECAUSE IN FAMILY 
LIFE NOT DIFFERENT. CAN'T TREAT DIFFERENTLY, LOOK AT DEED AND ASK 
ARE THERE ANY AMBIGUITIES IN THE DEED ITSELF, DOES NOT APPEAR TO 
HAVE AMBIGUITIES. (CITES DEED) TO FIND OTHERWISE. DON'T FIND TO BE 
AMBIGUOUS, CLEARLY BOUGHTAFTER DATE OF MARRIAGE AND CLEARLY 
THEY BOUGHT AS HUSBAND AND WIFE, COMMUNITY ASSET AND SHOULD BE 
TREATED AS SUCH, MAKES SENSE, (CITES OTHER CASES) MATTERS NOT 
REALLY WHAT WE ARE DEALING WITH HERE, ISSUE OF MR. KRALY BOUGHT 
COMMERCIAL PROPERTIES IN HIS NAME ONLY, WE HAVE A DEED WHICH 
SAYS THEY BOUGHT AS HUSBAND AND WIFE. SHOULD NOT BE CONSIDERED 
BY COURT, IF COURT WERE TO CONSIDER DEED TO HAVE AMBIGUITY YOU 
COULD BRING SOME EVIDENCE IN, IN HALL ITSELF PHRASE VALUE 
RECEIVED AS AMBIGUOUS. IF APPLIED IN PRACTICAL DAY TO DAY WE 
WOULD HAVE TO LOOK IN MANY MANY DEEDS, MS. KRALY ENTITLED TO 
HALF IF COURT NOT WILLING TO DO THAT WHAT JUDGE JULIAN FOUND 
SHOULD BE UPHELD, MR. SMITH IS TRYING TO STATE DEED AMBIGUOUS 
AND WE HAVE TO BRING IN EVIDENCE, INTENTION WAS TO BUY AS 
HUSBAND AND WIFE, AS MARITAL HOME, THEY LOOKED AT PROPERTY 
TOGETHER, HIRED LAWYER TO LITIGATE OVER PROPERTY TOGETHER, HAD 
A PLAN TO HAVE SUSAN PUT IN EQUAL AMOUNTS OF HER SEPARATE 
PROPERTY WHEN HER HOME IN FLORIDA SOLD, DURING COURSE OF 
MARRIAGE HE BOUGHT OTHER COMMERCIAL PROPS AND THEN THIS 
PROPERTY WAS BUSINESS LIKE IT WAS TO BE THE MARITAL HOME, MARITAL 
VENTURE, JOINT VENTURE, TO ARGUE DIFFERENTLY AFTER THE FACT IS 
WRONG, MRS. KRALY IS ENTITLED TO HER SHARE OF THE VENTURE, IF YOU 
HAVE TO LOOK BEYOND TERMS OF DEED THEN MR. KRALY ENTITLED TO UP 
FRONT MONEY BUT ANY ABOVE AND BEYOND THEY SHOULD SPLIT, DON'T 
WANT TO BELABOR THE POINT. DEED STANDS. NOTHING TO DISPUTE AS 




EXHIBIT 3 (SPEAKS TO ISSUE) (READS TRANSCRIPT) DlSTfNGUfSH THE HALL 
CASE, DEED WAS FROM A DIFFERENT GRANTOR. ..A THIRD PARTY 
GRANTOR, 
WlLL ISSUE WRITTEN OPINION, DON'T KNOW WHEN THAT WlLL COME OUT, 
RIGHT NOW I HAVE FIVE UNDER ADVISEMENT, HOPE TO DO QUICKLY BUT A 
LOT WlLL DEPEND ON THE TRIAL ISSUE. DON'T WISH TO HAVE EXPEDIENCY 
RULE ANALYSIS, SOME TAKE LONGER TO ANALYZE AND REACH A WRITTEN 




FAR AS FACTUAL STANDING DEED SHOULD STAND, 
BEFORE I RETURN TO MR. SMITH, MR NlXON IF IT IS NOT A GIFT, I AM NOT 
SAYING IT IS OR IT ISN'T, IF A MARITAL VENTURE DOESN'T IF FAIL BECAUSE 
MS KRALY DID NOT SUPPLY THE MATCHING FUNDS, 
CONSIDERATION DOES NOT HAVE TO BE MONETARY, CAN BE LOVE AND 
SUPPORT AND THE TYPES OF THINGS A MARRIAGE INCLUDES, MRS. KRALY 
WALKED THE GROUND PICKED UP GARBAGE, SHE TOOK ACTIVE 
PARTICIPATION IN, IN CONTRAST TO HIS OTHER PROPERTIES 
RAISE AN ISSUE S AN EXAMPLE, COURTS EXHIBIT ONE OR PLAINTIFFS 





DECISION, ONCE I WRITE SOMETHING I TAKE MORE TIME THAT 
ANNOUNCING OPINION FROM THE BENCH, I WILL TRY TO GETA DECISION 
AS SOON AS I CAN. THANK YOU 
END 
Page 3 of 3 
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Mr. Kraly proved that his separate funds were used to purchase sixty acres of 
property acquired during the parties' marriage. The court erred when it concluded 
that the land purchased by separate funds was community property. 
I. FACTUALANDPROCEDURALBACKGROUND 
Stanley Kraly and Susan Ahearn were married on April 12, 2003, in Stuart, Florida. 
After the marriage, Mr. Kraly sold his primary residence in Palm City, Florida, which resulted in 
I 
I 
net sale proceeds of $536,659.3 1. Because it was acquired prior to the marriage, the Palm City 
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residence was Mr. Kraly's separate property. Following the sale, Mr. Kraly used the proceeds 
from the Palm City residence to purchase sixty acres of unimproved property located near Rapid 
Lightning Creek Road in Bonner County, Idaho, for $167,500. The warranty deed conveyed the 
property to "Stan Kraly and Susan Kraly, Husband and Wife." No testimony was presented 
concerning whether other payments or improvements were made on the property during its 
ownership. 
On October 5, 2004, less than one and one-half years after the marriage, Mr. Kraly filed 
for divorce based on the grounds of irreconcilable differences. An amended complaint was filed 
on March 29, 2005, in which Mr. Kraly sought a monetary judgment against Ms. Ahearn in the 
amount of $15,000. This sum was the amount of money that he claims Ms. Ahearn took from 
Mr. Kraly's separate property bank account. Ms. Ahearn withdrew over $8,000 from a joint 
checking account, causing an overdraft of that amount to Mr. Kraly's separate account. In her 
answer filed on July 1,2005, Ms. Ahearn averred that "if there is community debt in the State of 
Idaho, [Ms. Ahearn] cannot afford to pay these debts, and [Mr. Kraly] is well able to afford the 
payment of said debts." Ms. Aheam sought indemnification from Mr. Kraly for any community 
debt in the State of Idaho and denied that judgment should be entered against her in the amount 
of $15,000. 
In a "Partial Decree of Divorce" dated August 17, 2005, the court granted the divorce 
based on grounds of irreconcilable differences. The court, however, only took jurisdiction over 
the parties' marriage itself and any assets located in the State of Idaho; all assets located in the 
State of Florida were to be divided by a Florida court. 
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A "Final Decree of Divorce" was entered in Idaho on April 14, 2006. In the final decree, 
the court found that the sixty acres of real property located on Rapid Lightning Creek Road was 
a community asset. The court also found that Mr. Kraly "proved by clear, convincing, and 
undisputed evidence that the source of funds to entirely purchase the property was from [Mr. 
Kraly's] separate property, and there was no evidence of any intent by [Mr. Kraly] to gifi his 
separate property purchase monies to [Ms. Ahearn] by the warranty deed alone." The court 
concluded that because Mr. Kraly had successfully traced and proved his separate property in the 
amount of $167,500, he should be awarded that amount as his sole and separate property. Any 
enhanced value of the Rapid Lightning Creek property in excess of $167,500 was found to be a 
community property asset shared equally by the parties. 
With regard to the overdrawn monies taken from Mr. Kraly's account, the court found 
that "the Defendant appropriated some money, that the amount of money taken by the Defendant 
was $8,162, and that money was the separate property of the Plaintiff. However, the Court shall 
not order any reimbursement to the Plaintiff because the Court finds that the Defendant spent the 
money on community obligations and her reasonable needs." 
Mr. Kraly filed a Notice of Appeal to the Bonner County District Court on May 12,2006. 
Ms. Ahearn filed a Notice of Cross Appeal on May 24,2006. The parties submitted briefs to the 
court and a hearing was held on August 22, 2007. At the conclusion of the hearing, the court 
took the matter under advisement. 
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11. STANDARD OF REVIEW 
Both questions of law and fact arise when classifying property in a divorce action. Wood 
v. Wood, 124 Idaho 12, 14, 885 P.2d 473, 475 (Ct. App. 1993). A reviewing court must 
"examine the record for substantial, competent evidence to support the magistrate's findings of 
fact and determine whether the magistrate correctly applied the law." Id As a general rule, the 
finding of a trial court that property is either separate or community property, when supported by 
competent evidence, is binding and conclusive upon the appellate court. Cargill v. Hancock, 92 
Idaho 460, 464, 444 P.2d 421, 425 (1968). An appellate court will fieely review questions of 
law. Ausman v. State, 124 Idaho 839, 840, 864 P.2d 1126, 1128 (1993); Stonecipher v. 
Stonecipher, 131 Idaho 731,733,963 P.2d 1168, 1171 (1998). 
111. ANALYSIS 
A. The Issues 
The primary issue on appeal is whether the trial court erred in determining that the sixty 
acres is a community asset. Mr. Kraly contends that because the property was acquired with his 
sole and separate funds, the property should be characterized as his separate property and its full 
value should be awarded to him. Ms. Ahearn argues that the property is community in character 
and that she should be awarded a full one-half community interest in the entire value of the 
property. In the alternative, Ms. Ahearn urges the court to affirm the trial court's decision 
awarding $167,500 to Mr. Kraly, and dividing any excess value equally between the parties. 
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Regarding the claim for reimbursement from Mr. Kraly's bank account, Mr. Kraly asserts 
that the court is without jurisdiction to award his separate property. Ms. Ahearn claims that the 
funds were used to pay community debts and that the trial court's decision should be affirmed. 
B. The Rebuttable Presumption of Community Property 
1. Idaho Code § 32-903 
Idaho Code $ 32-903 provides as follows: 
All property of either the husband or the wife owned by him or her before 
marriage, and that acquired afterward by either by gift, bequest, devise or descent, 
or that which either he or she shall acquire with the proceeds of his or her 
separate properp, by way of moneys or other property, shall remain his or her 
sole and separate property. 
Id. (emphasis added). 
Ascertaining the character of property begins with the rebuttable presumption that 
property acquired during marriage is presumed community property. Worzala v. Worzala, 134 
Idaho 61 5,618, 7 P.3d 1092, 1095 (2000); Estate of Mundell, 124 Idaho 152, 153, 857 P.2d 631, 
632 (1993). The presumption of community property can be rebutted "when the source of the 
property can be established with reasonable certainty and particularity as the separate property of 
one or the other (spouses). . .and the property so traced retains its character." Cargill v. Hancock, 
92 Idaho 460,464, 444 P.2d 421, 425 (1968); Stahl v. Stahl, 91 Idaho 794, 797, 430 P.2d 685, 
688 (1967). The party asserting the separate property character of property bears the burden of 
proving the property is separate with reasonable certainty. Winn v. Winn, 105 Idaho 8 1 1, 8 13, 
DECISION ON APPEAL - 5 - 
2. The Source of the Funds in Determining the Character of Property 
The Idaho Supreme Court concluded that the character of property as community or 
separate vests at the time of its acquisition. Shumway v. Shumway, 106 Idaho 415,420,679 P.2d 
1 133, 1138 (1984). Here, the character of the property vested when the parties received the deed 
to the property. While Ms. Ahearn asserts that the deed unambiguously grants the land to both 
parties, the deed is not the sole determining factor of the property's character. 
In Rose v. Rose, the Idaho Supreme Court stated that the "crucial question in determining 
the status of such property is the source of funds with which it was purchased." 82 Idaho 395, 
399,353 P.2d 1089, 1091 (1960). When property is acquired after marriage and title is taken in 
the name of both parties as husband and wife, there is a "disputable yet prima facie presumption 
that it is community property." Id at 399; 353 P.2d at 1092. The party claiming that the 
property is separate has the burden of establishing the non-existence of its community character. 
Id. 
In this case, the Rapid Lightning Creek property is presumed to be community property 
because it was acquired during the marriage. The analysis, however, does not stop with the 
initial presumption. Pursuant to Idaho Code 9 32-903, the next question which must be 
answered is whether the money used to acquire the Rapid Lightning Creek property was from 
"proceeds" of his "separate property." Unquestionably, Mr. Kraly proved that the land 
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was purchased using proceeds from his separate property.' 
3. TheDeed 
Ms. Aheam argues that the deed conveying title to the real property is evidence that Mr. 
Kraly conveyed a gift to her of half of the land. This assertion is contradicted by the trial court's 
finding that no gift was intended.2 Thus, as there is substantial competent evidence to support 
this finding and conclusion, no gift occurred. 
In Cargill v. Hancock, the court explained that the mere signature of a spouse on a 
contract of purchase "could not serve to create a community interest in the property until it can 
be shown that community funds furnished some part of the payment in the acquisition of the 
property." 92 Idaho at 465, 444 P.2d 426. Here, because Ms. Ahearn was unable to produce 
evidence as to the acquisition of the property, the court determines that Ms. Ahearn's nameon 
the deed can not serve to create a community interest in the property. 
While Ms. Aheam asserts that the result in Hall v. Hall controls the outcome of this case, 
the source of the purchase money in Hall was community property. 116 Idaho at 483,777 P.2d 
at 255. Therefore, in Hall, the property was characterized as community property and the court 
' The trial cowl stated that: "The only issue is - well, we have a couple issues, actually. One is undisputed in the 
evidence as far as I'm concerned and that is the source of the funding. The source of the funding to purchase this 
property was clearly and undisputably [sic] from Mr. Kraly's realization of proceeds of over half a million dollars 
for the sale of his Florida home, along with other separate assets that over time at various times went into that - that 
account which is Exhibit 3. So the property was bought with separate money." Transcript, p. 177-78. Additionally, 
the court stated: "Mr. Kraly has traced by clear and convincing evidence that's overwhelming in fact there's no 
dispute that the purchase money came from anywhere else but the sale of his -his prior owned assets through this 
property." Id. at 181. 
The court concluded: "[L]ooking at this as a whole, I fmd that there was not an intent to gift Mr. Kraly's separate 
property purchase moneys [sic] to Miss Kraly simply by virtue of taking a deed in both names." Transcript, p. 179. 
The court further stated: "It is not impossible, certainly, for a gift to occur hut the evidence of gift must be 
convincing to the court and it cannot be based simply upon the fact that a deed was taken in both names and one 
spouse's expectation or hope that that meant there was a gi ft... it has to be something objective and not subjective." 
Id. at 180. 
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was required to look to the deed to determine whether a portion of the property had been a gift. 
Here, unlike the facts in Hall, the source of the purchase money came entirely from Mr. Kraly's 
separate funds. Therefore, the court is not required to look at the deed to determine the parties' 
intent at the time they took the property. 
Under the facts presented, the presumption of community property is rebutted, and it is 
the source of the funds, not the deed, that determines the property's character. The evidence was 
uncontroverted that Mr. Kraly's separate property was the source of the funds used for the 
acquisition of the property. The trial court erred in concluding that because the sixty acres was 
purchased during the marriage it was community property.3 Although the court conducted the 
appropriate analysis concerning the source of the funds, and properly determined that no gift 
occurred, the application of Idaho Code 9 32-903 requires a conclusion that the Rapid Lightning 
acquisition was Mr. Kraly's separate property. 
C. Excess Value of the Property: 
The Idaho Supreme Court has stated that "[als a general rule, the natural enhancement in 
value of separate property during coverture does not constitute community property; however, to 
the extent an enhancement in value is due to community efforts, labor, industry or funds, it falls 
into the community." Gapsch v. Gapsch, 76 Idaho 44, 52, 277 P.2d 278, 282-83 (Idaho 1954) 
(emphasis added); Bliss v. Bliss, 127 Idaho 170, 173,898 P.2d 1081, 1084 (1995). The Gapsch 
court also expressed the general rule that the profit from the sale of one spouse's separate 
property caused by a "natural enhancement" in the value of such property constitutes a part of 
The court found that: "In this case this is a piece of community property. We know that because it was acquired 
during the marriage. So it's community property." Transcript. p. 177. 
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the separate estate. Id. at 52,277 P.2d at 282-83; Martsch v. Martsch, 103 Idaho 142, 147, 645 
P.2d 882,887 (1982) ("[Tlhe natural increase in the value of a spouse's separate property during 
the marriage is generally not community property"). 
In contrast, income derived from a husband's or wife's "efforts, labor, and industry" 
during the marriage is community property. Wood, 124 Idaho at 15,855 P.2d at 476. The party 
seeking reimbursement to the community carries the burden of proving that the community 
expenditures have enhanced the value of the separate property, and the amount of the 
enhancement. Bliss v. Bliss, 127 Idaho at 173, 898 P.2d at 1084. 
The trial court concluded that the property's value in excess of the purchase price was a 
community asset. No testimony was presented by Ms. Ahearn, however, that the increase in 
value was the result of either her or Mr. Kraly's efforts, labor, or industry. Mr. Kraly testified that 
the increase was the result of a natural enhancement in the property's value. As there is no 
evidence in the record to support a finding that community efforts increased the value of the land, 
Ms. Ahearn has not met her burden of proving that community expenditures enhanced the 
property's value. Therefore, the trial court's conclusion that the increase in value is a community 
asset is reversed. 
D. Claim for Reimbursement 
The trial court found that Ms. Ahearn took approximately $8,162 from Mr. Kraly's 
separate account. The court concluded, however, that the money was used for mutual support for 
basic living necessities. Based on the court's finding that the money was used for the mutual 
obligation of support pursuant to Idaho Code 5 32-901, the court's decision is affirmed. 
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IV. CONCLUSION 
Based on the foregoing analysis, the trial court's conclusion that the sixty acres of land 
near Rapid Lightning Creek was a community asset and that the enhancement in value should be 
divided between the parties is reversed. 
Costs are awarded to Appellant. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
DATED this &y of December, 2.00'7. 
V District Judge 
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NOTICE OF APPEAL 
) 
) CATEGORY: T 
1 Category Fee: % 101.00 
1 
1 
TO: THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENT, STANLEY ROBERT KRALY AND THE 
PARTY'S ATTORNEY, ERIC P. SMITH, OF ANDREWS & SMITH, PLLC, 607 LAKESIDE 
AVENUE, COEUR D'ALENE, IDAHO 83814, AND THE CLERK OF BONNER COUNTY, 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above named Appellant, SUSAN MARIE (KRALY) AHEARN, appeals against 
the above named Respondent, STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, to the Idaho Supreme Court from the 
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ORIGINAL 
Decision on Appeal, entered in the above-entitled action on the 6th day of December, 2007, the 
Honorable Steve Verby, presiding. 
2. That the party has a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and the judgment 
or order described in paragraph 1 above is an appealable order under and pursuant to Rule 1 1 (a)(2) 
Idaho Appellate Rules. 
3. A ~reliminary statement of the issues on appeal which the Appellant intends to assert 
in the appeal; provided, any such list of issues on appeal shall not prevent the Appellant from 
asserting other issues on appeal: 
(a) the Decision on Appeal rendered on December 06,2007 by the Honorable Steve 
Verby in awarding the property to the DefendanVRespondent as his sole and separate property; the 
PlaintiWAppellant would insert her full community interest in the real property in question or in the 
alternative, respectfully would ask this Court to uphold the Honorable Justin JuIian's decision of 
March 01,2006; 
(b) the Award of Costs rendered by the Honorable Steve Verby in his Order dated 
December 06,2007. 
4. Has an Order been entered sealing all or any portion of the record? No 
5. (a) Is a reporter's transcript requested? Yes 
(b) The Appellant requests the preparation of the following portions of the reporter's 
transcript: 
The entire transcript of the oral argument at the hearing on September 22,2007 before 
the Honorable Steve Verby. 
The transcript of the original trial held March 01,2006 before the Honorable Justin 
Julian has been lodged with the CIerk of the District Court, Bonner County as part of the Clerk's 
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record. 
6. The appellant requests the following documents to be included in the clerk's record 
in addition to those automatically included under Rule 28, Idaho Appellate Rules: 
All filings including the transcript of the original trial dated March 01,2006 in the 
matter and the Decision of Appeal filed December 06,2007 by the Honorable Steve Verby. 
7. I certify: 
(a) That a copy of this Notice of Appeal has been served on the reporter, 
Valerie Larsen. 
(b) That the estimated fee for preparation of the reporter's transcript of $140.00 
to Clerk of the Court, Bonner County was paid with the Notice of Appeal. 
(c) That the estimated fee of $ 100.00 for preparation of the clerk's record 
was paid to the Clerk of the District Court, Bonner County with the fiIing of 
this Notice of Appeal. 
(d) That the appellant filing fee in the amount of $101 .OO was paid to the Clerk 
of the District Court, Bonner County, with the filing of the Notice of Appeal. 
(e) That service has been made upon all parties required to be served pursuant 
to Rule 20. 
DATED this 
NIXON LAW OFFICE 
Attorney for DefendantJAppellant 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICES 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing NOTICE OF 
%PEAL was sewed by the method indicated before and if by U.S. mail, postage prepaid on the 1 (n day 
of January, 2008. 
ERIC P. SMITH [ ] Hand-delivered 
Attorney at Law [A Regular Mail 
607 Lakeside Avenue [ i j  Facsimile: (208) 765-91 10 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
NIXON LAW OFFICE 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, SUPREME COURT NO. 34947 
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SUSAN MARIE KRALY, aka SUSAN ) 
MARIE AHEARN, 1 
) 
Defendant-Appellant. 
I, Marie Scott, Clerk of the District Court of the First Judicial District of the State of 
Idaho, in and for the County of Bonner, do certify that the foregoing Record in this cause 
was compiled and bound under my direction and is a true, correct and complete Record of 
the pleadings and documents requested by Appellant Rule 28. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the 
said Court this 4th day of February 2007. 
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SUSAN MARIE KRALY, aka, ) 
SUSAN MARIE AHEARN, ) 
Defendant/ Appellant. 
1 
I, Marie Scott, Clerk of the District Court of the First Judicial District of the State of 
Idaho, in and for the County of Bonner, do hereby certify that the following is offered as 
the Clerk's exhibit on appeal: 
Court 1 Exhibit: Inventory of Property 
Warranty Deed filed March 18,2004 
Banking Activity Detail March 1-March 31,2004 
Affidavit of Susan M. Kraly filed December 21,2004 
Warranty Deed admitted into evidence December 22,2004 
Defendant's Exhibit No. B: Summons-Personal Service on an Individual dated 
December 22,2004 
Defendant's Exhibit No. C: Summons-Personal Service on an Individual dated 
December 22,2004 
Plaintiffs Exhibit 1: Homeowner's Exemption Application, Admitted into 
evidence December 22,2004. 
Affidavit of Susan M. Kraly filed February 15,2005 
Affidavit of Attorney in Support of Motion for Out of State Service filed March 29, 
2005 
Plaintiffs Notice of Intent to take Default filed June 8,2005 
Affidavit of Frank Lodico filed June 8,2005 
Plaintiff's Exhibit 1: Notice of Service of Plaintiffs Supplemental Request for 
Production filed November 30,2005 
Plaintiff's Exhibit 2: Letter from Stan Kraly, admitted into evidence March 1,2006 
Plaintiffs Exhibit 3: Wells Fargo Transaction Confirmation, admitted into evidence 
March 1,2006 
Plaintiffs Exhibit 4: Bank Account statement July 8-July 31,2003, admitted into 
evidence March 1,2006 
Plaintiffs Exhibit 5: Settlement Statement, admitted into evidence March 1,2006 
Plaintiffs Exhibit 6: Wells Fargo Statement March 1,2004-March 31,2004, admitted 
into evidence March 1,2006 
Plaintiff's Exhibit 7: Sandpoint Title Insurance Closing Statement, filed March 1, 
2006 
Plaintiff's Exhibit 8: Notice of Release of Liability, admitted into evidence March 1, 
2006. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit 9: Certificate to Obtain Title to a Vehicle, admitted into evidence 
March 1,2006. 
Plaintiffs Exhibit 10: Idaho Department of Transportation form, admitted into 
evidence March 1,2006. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit 11: Check from Stan Kraly to Susan Kraly, filed March 1,2006. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit 12: Account Statement January 1-January 31,2004, filed March 1, 
2006. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit 13: Settlement Statement, admitted into evidence March 1,2006. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit 14: Settlement Statement, admitted into evidence March 1,2006. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit 15: 2004 Federal S Corporation Income Tax Return. 
Defendant's Exhibit A: Warranty Deed March 3, 2004, admitted into evidence 
March 1,2006. 
Defendant's Exhibit B: Warranty Deed, admitted into evidence March 1,2006. 
Defendant's Exhibit C: Contingency Fee Agreement, admitted into evidence March 
1,2006. 
Defendant's Exhibit D: Wells Fargo Account Statement April 16, 2003-May 15, 
2003, admitted into evidence March 1,2006. 
Defendant's Exhibit E: Wells Fargo Account History, admitted into evidence 
March 1,2006. 
Defendanfs Exhibit F: Wells Fargo Account History, admitted into evidence 
March 1,2006. 
Minute Entry filed March 1 2  2007 
Letter from Erik Smith to Judge Julian filed April 13,2006. 
Brief of Respondent/Cross-Appellant filed May 2,2007. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the 
said Court this 4th day of February, 2008. 
Marie Scott 
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Certificate Of Exhibits 
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
STANLEY ROBERT KRALY, 1 SUPREME COURT NO. 34947 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
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I, Marie Scott, Clerk of the District Court of the First Judicial District of the State of Idaho, in and 
for the County of Bonner, do hereby certdy that I have personally served or mailed, by United 
States Mail, one copy of the CLERK'S RECORD and to each of the Attorneys of Record in this 
cause as follows: 
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF 
ERIK SMITH 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT 
JED NIXON 
P 0 Box 1560 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1560 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the said 
Court this r .day of February, 2008. 
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Marie Scott 
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